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^TI WI 3 f#T TJR WTT # RT# t H'eMH # 7R 3 TUT RT TT# 

Separate Paging is given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a separate compilation 


WI II—?sPR 3—MT-ToTR (iii) 
PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (iii) 


<*>"£]*! 3Tfi|ehl Dili ( TTTT 7TR # »lsehl ) SKI -HTTl f^itr inr TTTSikoi 3TT#T 3^IX 3TftT7JyRTli 

Orders and Notifications issued by the Central Authorities (Other than the Administrations of Union Territories) 


HTTcT p|c|ta*1 3TRPT 
3T#?T 

# f^Wfr, 27 RHd^lN, 2017 

f^nc TURT % TTraTRT PHR-I, 2009 10-f$ipjTr PHfRd anrnff, ?#Tr«[#5T 

% RR RT nRlPtfi^R 3ri%RrrfT, 1951 # STRT IttP % 3RPfa # TUftsiT 

RvRTI 

31T.3r. 63.— ^ T||TMI 2009 W> TIRT % TrTSTTRT ftdMH t # TTf #RT sTRT WITT f#; RT 
Tnft RR- % 7TW t 27 RrisK, 2010# ^RTRffrR ERR t WtRUT 7RTRR ftTR tT URR fan 

tl f#TT PN)-=H 3Tf^7rf(-, RTfRTTTT, fTTR# sTRT # tr f#liM 5 3PM, 2010 TRfrT # if# # #Rrf 
W 5TT f% TTRT % TrRTRr PldMd, 2009 if 10-f%ijR- Rdf-dd-S# TT RdlRld 3TR?ff, # 

Tff spR pjctl^M RiT^T#3T#M yRRfRR srf^RiR, 1951 # SJRT 10^ W> SPUR srqflR ft# P 
TTRcT IT# f#IT m\ TR RTRMT # Pf #§T % f#R 3TRR j#W 3TRT # # #R Tt # #tfR7T | f#R Rl% 
sTTTT^fW iTrftTrRTTf Pl=(I-dH TO RR7T i#r RP # aRT MR# 3# # # f#% % 3#% 3PJTR T^RT 
TT # STTI f#TPR 3]RR RT TR 3fl#T ddg,KI 7TT TTR ^TT f##T MRT | MTT # ^ (RRT^RR 

R# TtRRRr srfM#R, 1951 (tttRTSrttt “rTr. 3ri%f#R, 1951”) # yTTT 77 3# 78 7RT f##RR TT 
TtRFR f#R, 1961 (TTrRT^RR “#. Tf. f#R, 1961”) % 86-89 % 3RifrT # # if sp# 
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44 %[T % 4 % 1%tt yp)p)p% 3%P)dB, 1951% STRT 104 % 3*4% Pkfdl % % 4 

sp%% fl 

4*4lcR4> flfo’KI 

1. 47%f 4l 414 441 % 414144 Pldfdd, 2009 if lO-fifUR %% f%f44-%, 344% % 16 TT#, 
2009 % P)d?f% 4[f% f%T W 4TI f%T Pfdldd srf&wft, dlldldl, 414% (144444T4 
“f^rM.sr.") snrr 4144 PldTdd 3%% (i4fqr4T4 '1%% % 444 i7f.4.f%4, 1961 % f%4 89(1) 
% 314% 14 141#, 2009 % 41 414 fl tr %% 44J4 % 4# f% 4%f 4 1 H, 2009 4T 4% 

4 314% fff% 444 4 %44 Pfdldd ^44 44 3T44T %T 4414 f%T % %T44 % dldd% 
4T4T 4Ff4 f% %l %% f% 7 f 4 4fT 441 4T, 444# 4 f4 f% 4 T 4 PT 18,92,353 4. 44 ^44 4Ff4 
f%4T 411 4f4Ti4, 3IpfpT 4PT %Pt.3R % 4 H 2010 % 4f 4% ff 44 44 %rr T^n 411% 34474 
% 4% 4# %% %% 14 14T#, 2009 %% 44% 4 4% f 3% % %% 44 4 4Tf%T f%4T 4I4T 
44ft4l 44, f%% 4 14, 2010 % 3PJ444 if f^.Pf.sr. 4P4 Rff.R, 1961 % 1%4 89 % 44% 5 
3PTT4, 2010 %14 f%£ PtHplP% % 3 PJ 4 R 47 % fir 44 : 44^4 # 44: 

(i) 4%f % %%.3r. % 4PT Pldldd ^44 44 %T 01.06.2009 44 44f4 f%T 41 (444 % %44) 

(ii) 4PPff 4 441 444 % %4T 44^4 f%4T 4f%4 4T.4 3%P)dd 1951 % Pt.4. 1%4, 1961 if 
ft 4# f% % 3I14R 4# I 

(iii) 4%T % 311444 4444 f4 W4 4. 18,92,353 fl 

(iv) 4PPff % %T 44# 31144% d I 3d< 4411 4# f%4T f f%% % ^44 4444 f%4T 441 411 

2. 44% 4 f%^[ %%ff% 4T44T if 27 f%4T, 2010 % 44 44T4IT f%4 444f% % 44 % %% 
f%%1%4 44 4%4 f%4T 44T 41: 

(i) 34444 f%FT 4FT % 4# 4T4 4 44T 441 | f% 44% 4 77. 18.92 4P4 44 ^44 3%4T 44T4 
fl f%%.3T. % 4PT 1%4T 4T44T 4I%4 % f 4%% 4% 4t4 44T % 4T4P4 Pldfdd, 2009 
if 31% Pidldd 44TT4T4. 9.32 47%%f%f I 

(ii) SITWC 3%4dP,di 4 3 % 4TfI f% ?5f %%T fl%f 4RT 444 % 4# H4T 4S%t 11% f% 
f%T44 =44 4T 28 4P4 4. % f% 41 % 44f% 4r4«ff 4P4 4% 4% 2.24 4TW 4. 4^%T 
44T 441 

3. 34414 4 44T4PC %% % 344TT 4T 44 41% t 44%T# 4% 44 %% f%T 3% 3%pT gTPT 414 if 

4%4 44484 44 %f (14443411 %.4.4.4T.’) %, 44T4R % 4% % 4T4 14 44 f%14 

29 f%4T, 2010 %T 44TI 444 141 41 44P4 % 4T4 %.4.4T.4f. 4 3Tlfl4 f%T 44T f% % 14 f%4 
4414 % 4% 44 4% if 3TT4PT 4RT 3% # 4%4Tf # 4T 4%l 

4. %%.3T. % f%i4 5 3PTT4, 2010 % 311444 if 34% % %4%., 1961 % f%4 89(5) % 
3PJ4R 474# % 14 4TP4 44T3Tf 4%4 4lff f%T %% f%rf%f%4 % 3T14K 4fT 44T: 

“447, /%7 %%4 47%% %4 47%747, 1777% # /%% W f^WR & % 

/Pd/dd siurnr $ % f&rr f % wtw wm % mzmw /%/%, 2009 4 &i< % 10-fw^'fw (srtwt) 
%%/%/44-% #/%/% 4% 4% %4f%T/%77%%^77%#441#%^s777 

%/% fffit # /%/% 54T W 4W %WT ZTf&W 7% # /% % f> 


(i) 4144%4/ddr: %%5%544 4W4'/%7'447|; W$W 4#/%4f #7 
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3?w, ftwfmff W WWTWT fiftw, 1961 % ftw 89 % TW-RuW (5) % sfmfw /%%W 
wwhn>dgHt dwt/fts/H 

WUt if wfit Rlxidl % ffirr Wf W Rrffp wf'ffiw W Rw TTP/ /%/%W W if UTW 
uwurmr, Rmif % fifrr R^d wur f^wrr^f, wtfew %> snw $t wrffw it 20 
Ru % tfkrr wRu % wwfuu 4 w§u wrt wffu-/ mu # mu, mf writ uwRmrf # w 
uRdv^w RrmRdfd'i ufirmft, uf^rwRR^ru, diRwi, &H<s/d # sRRu uuft wrffrr 
3ftr 3pR ifisT if TW ^Rut Uf £tW f><dt WlffRl WU 4 T7U RRofRd WW % tffcTT ifm 

muf # Rum TfR i ift 4 w writ 4 mR mu mr stir Rf mr-wmnr Rm utr, utu 
wRRiRm 3rfRRuw, 1951 # mu low 4 umfu mm 4 Ruff tft mu m um # Rrmu 
um m Rmu uRwu 4 mru 4 mr 4 f4 uR 3ffr mm ffif it, urufu mu mf w uuf 
Rrffu wtftw Rm znif 4 sjRu # mffw 4 #r mf # uuRr 4 Rru RtRu Rif 4 wnff <44/ 

(uw uiRRfRu ufWfuu, 1951 # mu 10u, 77 sffr 78 uur Rufuuf w mmuu Ruw, 
1961 4 Ruu 86 3ftr 89 4 d£UI muuf) 

mur Rufuu wufu # %wr 4 mum, 2010^ 7^Rumff” 

5. d^Kid, f%.f%3T. ITRT sffr W 444% f%^TW 8 sr^g^r, 2010 3HTRT % 37TI5I ^ ^Tfri uf 

f% Tr5T«ff ^ ^3T wn % ^tdT aftr ^r.-5T. srfllPidH, 1951 sftr Rtt. 1%., 1961 t ft Trf ftft t ^TFp- 
P+9 11 

6. t, 8 3)c^cK, 2010 %.^T.^.^r. % ^pff % t %■?. srf&iPldM, 1951 t f^STTf^cT ST^HT 

TfOTT# % T 7 ' ^Tf%rT *T 3TO RdT-ld % ^'4 t TO? (3lHMU|), ’T23TT SKT 

wii aifHr4#^ 44 3n4w44 3r4f4?i44i f4444 4 snfrr ^ididi wi%7^44 gnrr 

tt 4 f44 41Qi|i tp- 2 to ^nr 28,01,729 «tti 4444 if u?. wr wr f% wrr^fr-;'i«id 
3^4944 % #rnr %.sr.^.4t. sirt 1^f4w +ihnk wt w #t44 4% ‘zfc?uuff’ (www), ‘tRw 
urmw’ (-dildmi tt4 ^rjt), ‘ff^ww’ (w4^w), Uwtw wwr’ (^rr^^pr), ‘mnu fRm £Mt 
ifcw#’ (tt44) 3 u[w’ (tH 4) 44 wf4% w 14mir maTW RdT^d, 2009 % 4 itr ^r4f % 
f4rq; -HHNI3 wr 4 wnf^RT vNi<irH+ 4^4714?imPi+ i 4r s4r 4wff w w y+nRd R?iim 
+14*41' # wr # w 44i w 41f4di ih'R)4i 4 ^w, 14^ 4. w^r f^r Tif4 4 f4w^T, f4wr4f # 
di-0^', Rsimdl # ^4 34 t Rsuml % fSpT Tpr^ arprrRr, w *44cr wrrwr w f4wr4f/44T 44 w 
rr?q-44 4 44y 4 wrf4cr Pw w 4, 4 f4d<ui w# ’PfPr-^ar 4 war Fpr wfwt 44 44% f4q 
wfi 


+f4d RfllMdl /^TT^R w %44^4 ^%4 



WT4TT W 

Rni+ 

*M+ 

1. 

sr^HId 'sN< 

09/04/2009 

“f4f5JIT 44<Pi9 14%w m 4 w 1 ^ ^flw w44wtt 

44 44?t 44 %%4 wnr % wrw: wr% tt44 4 14^41 

ddlll/” 

2. 

^ld 'dd< 

22/04/2009 

“iw'W f3iT %%4w, wr 44 41did 4 f%n; w%4 if (4 +hi 

■Hid-f.-'Hilf4i"i 'Wpr 

3. 

^ld 'dd< 

21/04/2009 

“w ^tst 4r wr, w w fr wtwt : 4tw” 

4. 

WId J dd J 

18/04/2009 

“fif^-jr if 4tw 44 %44 44 air 4% %w if wff 44 wt irf§ff” 
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FFIFRRT 




r. pmu'w 

1. FftFFFft 

2 . FftFFFft 

3. FftFRlftt 

4. FftFFFft 


FftFRlftt 


6. FftFFFft 


FftFFFft 


FftFFFft 


FftFFFft 


r. pnk’r 


08/04/2009 “4FF4 ft Flft" FS£ # ft FTF ^FT #T FFFF tftrF” 

‘ft J s44fl FFF ft FFFF ft FRF f SFp-q- ^ t%FT 

“fft FFT "^FTF 41^11 FR^F ^jfft FT : F?J fftf 


Rni+ 


09/04/2009 


FFFFFFft 

19/04/2009 

20/04/2009 


22/04/2009 


22/04/2009 


22/04/2009 


22/04/2009 


23/04/2009 


tfftf 

44<{ft FT f 'JFT Ffts ift 4J4p4 FFfftRTT T 

fftr fr fft wrif ftf 4sn+< Fift wr f ft^fl fftf” 
“arrft ^mRsnfr f ff ft fTf ftf t| ffft” 

“41^ M 41 ft 41 FT WIT 1 JTT ffFT F^ WT 4” 

“ft 44 4 <JFF aftr FF FTFF FT TO" 

“ifft^FfFft £4144 f ft414 ft ^Pl4l4 Flftt” 

‘ftRT3TI ift R%TT# f TFT F1TF f Ff FfRI” 

“FT TF F FIFlft F [FT RTF % FS[ FF?T” 

‘ftRTfi % ftiT 4 ?rt % ffttt ^rt t/44^4” 

“^F FT FRT f Ff TR” 

“4^41# ft 4 ft) ft d FT Tft f fftr FFRT” 

‘ftf ^4144 ft FT# Fff: Ff fftT” 

% ft FFftF ft 4ft,4l3Tf F fftRT ftF FT” 

“ft 414 ft %F ft4TFT ft ftlF Fftftt Rfe ft Wt 
“4FFR 41 ft 4l ft Fftft FT wf FRft WT” 

“ftft?}F FT RT aft ft 414 FR FT FUFF f FT” 

“3TT3FTRFT TFT ftftgF ft ft444 ft 4cvlfti” 

% ft WIT ft - ftFF RRTRFI P,ftft4” 

‘TjRT ft ftPT 44 ; si ft "3FTTT FFFFF” 

“Rift 3ftT FftRT ft ftftt ft ft ?JF” 

“ 3 TRTRT 4ft ft RT THFIFFR FT F^ FlRT FT FFftF” 
“TFrftr ft Ffftftr ft fift rft fristt” 

“FPftt ft fftRT FftRT FT FF^F” 

“Flft Wt f - fft F Fft FT^RTF f ’jf TJWFft Ff FTFT” 
“FF FftT% FFFF F R44H4 FftfRET 44141” 



ftFft __ 

2 1 /04/2009 “RFFT FTTFRFft t, ^4N4 f Ft# Fft : FftT’ 

“RTFT# F ftnr 3nftr4^T F FlFT Ft ftlF TFT FF^F” 

% ft FFTFftF STFFT 4 t FFR^lftp % FTFF f FWFF” 
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“FF; FTFT F #FF F FIF FF# R+14 # W : 

“R##4 FrFI# ^ ^44# F£[ FtFT F FF#T F TF# F# 
#F# ^ftcTT WI % # #FIF FFTF f#FT t” 

2. 


06/04/2009 

‘R4l41 FTF F FF# fRfT #TT % ST^T, TIFT % ##F 3# #FT 
^Ff FTFT % FTFFF” 

3. 


444®£l 4$ 

“FtFT F FST F FF T# F15T : #Ff’ 

4. 

R#-4I4 TT#F 
(stf#) 

JJ 

“3TF4T iJkFIF FF sH4-dTR + Ftf#T F#F FT “%#’ F f%#T F 
FTFF fk FT; FHF Ft TFTFT, fk^^JTT 44414 #T F T/F 
# aftr FFF FFJFT FT#FFTT F£[ FtFT % F5T if f 1” 

5. 

Rfmh 

JJ 

“TFnkmff % FT! FT TFFT F #F FfT FPT TF t Ft#’ 

6. 

Rfmh 

16/04/2009 

“FT Ft# TT T# t %T # ## €t STTT” 


FFF. 

HHNKW 

Rni+ 

*Mf 

1. 

IR+ 4iti< ij i 

31/03/2009 

irr^JT # F?J +Rl R F7T 414444) ft fft 

2. 

4Pk 41444 

01/04/2009 

“fkfr # 344)441 #F F# R + 14 FFTTIFF# f : Ft#” 

3. 

IR+ 41444 

02/04/2009 

“444+41 f#.F. FT F# # FTT, Ft# # FFF 44^4” 

4. 

4R+ 41444 

03/04/2009 

“Ft#FTFRT- 4^41311 F^TT3lf FTTfFFTTF|” 

5. 

IR + 41444 

jj 

JJ 

6. 

IR + 41444 

04/04/2009 

‘%r Ft ff#t #f ft# 

7. 

4Pl+ 41444 

05/04/2009 

“#ft F f)t it Ft# % ft#t if f#F'fF if ftf t# tft” 

8. 

5R + 41444 

06/04/2009 

“FT# if F4F Tfl Ft# F FR#T FT f#T” 

9. 

4i4 + 41444 

07/04/2009 


41 FI 4 II 44 4ql+4 TFFTFft#tt : F^Ft# 

10. 

5R + 41444 

08/04/2009 

“f## 'FT, ftft ###r Rftf # ft# : Ff Ft#’ 

11. 

tkFT 41444 

08/04/2009 

“#FF FT FTTT 1/4 r 4 1 flFT 4 R 4 I 441444 - #TT” 

12. 

^R + 41444 

09/04/2009 

“1%1F FF#F ^F F ^FT, Frfe TTF ^4H4 FktFFR FT# F^ 

#FT # %# WF FT FTF FTTFT FT# FFT F R4 41 4414 

13. 

4i4 + 41444 

09/04/2009 


4441 FT FkT FT FtFT TFTTJF FT TFFTF : FTTT 

14. 

5R + 41444 

10/04/2009 

“FT # FF#T FFT# F t FIT : #FT” 

15. 

IR + 41444 

11/04/2009 

“5!F # 4554# # TF 7# | k##F : FTFT” 

“RFI4 F f ir^gtz : ^tFT” 

16. 

5R + 41444 

12/04/2009 


FFF F|F TFFTF FT FFFT sTFT #T : +1.41 
“#FT F FFFF F 3ITTJ fTJ FTTFT T# FTF#” 

17. 

5R + 41444 

13/04/2009 

“FF# 3ftrFT#FF# R44I 3TTT : #FT” 

“FT — FT #t TTTF t %# : #FI FtFT” 

18. 

5R + 41444 

14/04/2009 

“FTFI f#TT FT STF Ft Ft#T F4WF” 

“FlFT FF#F #W TT ^fFTF FFFF” 
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19. 

didE 4HIEI 

15/04/2009 

“Re ET EET TEE if ET ElET EHEE” 

^jete Tdo R Ret tteeR e Ret Rtf 

20 . 

didE 4MIEI 

16/04/2009 

“Ret e Ret eeTert ee^e ee eet” 

Ret e ReR et R Ret Rifje et Reft 

21 . 

5R+ 4I4EI 

17/04/2009 

“Ef EET ET HETT EET EfR ERETET R Re: Rtf’ 

“Tnr.EE.TT fR- rft.tnr ee fe.R R eft#tt : Ef Ret” 

22 . 

IRE 4MIEI 

18/04/2009 

Ret E IRee Rwr eft Re 

23. 

5P)E 4MI< | J| 

19/04/2009 

“Ret RR e Ret Ret e tte eft eft e^ e Rtf; Re” 

24. 

514 + 4MIEI 

20/04/2009 

“Ret 4 RetreR e eteeieet ft et-et eft Re” 

“fR R et Ret e Rett R% eeRt” 

Rf Ret eet ttwee e seRtejt - ehetRet E EET# fE” 

25. 

IRE 4MI< | J| 

21/04/2009 

“Ret Ret R eet ft eeRt : e^ Ret” 

Rtfje R effete % Rpr e^ Ret R Rteie : Ret 

“EEF E EEtRR E ETEE E Ret EtR” 

“eeRt t hRhiR e RetR Rt” 

EEsfR % EEFT 4" EfR eR EFFTIe R RtET 

“TTEE RpTTFTST E EERT RET E EST E StRrFT” 

“e^ Ret tjet tteeRe e etfRet e eete fE” 

26. 

5Re 4HK | J| 

22/04/2009 

“Ret R et eee 11%^ et Reft : Rf” 

R et R eiR tR Ret R tR” 

“Ret Ret e etfeter e et-et R fee” 

27. 

5Re 4MI< | J| 

23/04/2009 

“EEETff E TfRr ETEEFT, t fRE E | Rt tRe : E^ EIET” 

“fREfE R EfE Ret Ret e : eft ft” 

28. 

5Re 4HK'J| 

23/04/2009 

“Ret et fet : RR eet# ^pte” 


7. RRRR R fRR % srgwr e, R%etR e RR if eR effect R Re RRfRRff R eRRt ete e 
RRt eRe EiRe E RfTT PHlEd EfRETR, Elldl-HI, ETFFE R TJF EE fRrfE -|g stEcIET, 2010 
EETI FI% 3{RjPE-d, ERIE % SHEET fRRE (sfRfT), ETET R PE 3FH EE fRriE 19 3|+3«H, 2010 
R ^3 ttRfR mRhR ERr4 if sheetRete eftthieef;etse^Rh yRiPiftR eeReteeet 

fR?T RET EET ETI 

8. REFE7 siEjdT, 2010 % ETTE EErR RRe % E-JTRUI if yf4dl4) 4 EETT RRe 23 aiEJcR, 2010 
E%E RET, REFT RhI^-HK EfT EET ET : 

(i) Retee ^he et Ret R Reft 1 ^e, 2009 R RR e eRe heft Re ee ere % Ret tR eR 
eRe e htIRt Ret eet et, R Riet PmRh eReR R Rete 14 ^et#, 2009 R ReR if 
epe|i 

(ii) RteiR rfET eRetRE ste^et, 2010 e reReee #TrRERtE eteRieRe?' f^rr 
R tteRt effet f^t eR Re ^e# efez eR eft hf[e Re EFT 41 R e 
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(iii) affwft f fffiw wp nftwf w wwfr w wr ffaT ft ffw fffrw totoft % awrw 
gTRT W fff nf f, to wf fftor 3 3H<^H, 2010 ft f^TT ffnfw srfftot f 

awtw f WWa WT ffw WT STTI 

(iii) 3WPT ft fft Tit toto 8 WfW, 2010 ft ftfft ft ffrtf f WTT WT ff yf^<=Ucf| fPT 

“375ft clft% f dllfH ffw WT | fm ff ffff fPT 3T%f$TcT |l 

9. waft stpt ff af arrw wrrft ftffrr % waw % spfrw f 3 wpt f ffafwt w fww ifwr, 1961% 
ifwr 89(5) % srfhrwaff ft T pr: farfiftoffatar 22 waff, 2011 toT, ft if Hi^du . aftof: 

“ff toPT % fton 07 W<^H,2010 % frfto tw 76/fTP-ftlT/10/2010 to snpf TTW 23 

3i+^ck, 201 0 % wpt w wf ff w iff p fsn fi wf srifftor, srnfrrr ft sww ffwr ft fHtf 
ww ft t t^nrfr ftar nw iffrw 2009 f ffa f amf ff =iT-hh wa f Itwr w wto ffw wt 
fi 3ww ffwr f P)t+tfT itpt wif tttt wt ft far aif wfp w sfrr sifto ‘w’ w tow |i 
3WW ff WT ft 3 4 tod ftflf f WW fPW af WP PWT | ff fto Trffffffccr 3TffffwT, 1951 ft 
ancr 78 f ptor pfto ffrT tjtt fffrw wa ar fw Tift aft f> fw if Part totffwr ft ancr 
77(1) f 3rffr 3r^fsrrr ffw ww tofto ftw |i wr aft wf ft, ffft ft atofton w tofr f 
nito-tHd f W3 -iHitot ft tor 375 - wr ti 

wto i(d|Ki air wr wit ft to sjtt ft wff t if ifff srrrr sffticr nttf f Iffw w fw 
Tit fp- dlPsM wt f 3TWT T^f f ww wr 3 3TTW fw ^iflffffp arflrlfw, 1951 ft aRT 
10^f srffr ffdfri fiftd wffwww;i 

pfi w ft ^rrff f 20 fffr f : w anwr ww 3rpfnrf pp - wrr diQi'j ffafftcr 3rff f fw wf 
f 3pw Tff w ifrr jm 'dii/^ii ff wr wrw f ifrr awf w frf TT^ffp wwr w aftffw 

1951 ftairr 10^ f srffr ffrffri frf f wwift frf”i 

10. ftifp f WW f awff gTRT 3WPT f TWSr W ffw 14pwfr, 2011 3tr23pwfr, 2011 
ff PTT ffpf 53W fw W WT3T ff |TT WT wf ft W ft P# ft, #7 33% ^ft W sTHT WW 
wt# frifp w ww ^ri%P pf f ftp wff snrr 4 pftf ft pwwff w fffw ifw wr an 
itnr f ffw 03 mf, 2011 f w gTRT wff ft wia' ^rf%w wf f iff 4 t 20 ifr w wr 
ww ffan ptst ft, wp fw pt prw ff ff 4 nftf w wr nwf f ffa f wt 3iffa f 
wf f ffffrqT mffwtt f nf wt| f w tow ft wr ft af i wf wpri, wff wt 15 
nrf, 2011 fr w ffffrnr wrww wr wwr wt fp wf pip ffw 05 srfw, 2011 f awfr f 
w fPT wff ft nwr wrfr ftffp w ww diHtn wf f iff fir 20 ffn w wr run ifwr 

WTI 

11. awpr f, ffwiwr 22 wnft, 2011 f ftftp f w-affw, wff ft wnfft f ifftspr wf w ww 

wnr ifw an wfi f srffawT ft fwrp to f wnfft w ifftsrw ifaT to 13 ft ffn, 

30 ni, 2011 f sprf w stpt snfpr f wsr iffw ifw ff ffniw 22 waft, 2011 f frifn f ifn 
warfft wr wfw if wr wr aT, f w| t f%n; tpt f 1 wff f iff arffawr fPT wmfft f ffftor 
f 3irftw f 3wPr f ffntw 06 , 2011 f wf w stpt w w ft mff ft aifNr f if If d iffw 

totor wf f fff waft f iff 20 ffr ft nwwff to wt ft 1 

12 . wrfw wmf wFrto, totp firr ffto 11 nrf, 2011 frffwfffrw srfftotfraf ww 
pw |f far w fw wt if w aiffw fffrf if aw arwff firr wftor ifw wr tor srwff wnr 
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TRTT =llfdlf R #RT RT Tlffr, PH'hhI RT TRMd ffRR, 1961% ffRR 89 % 3T#T SDRff # Rift 
ftffR # RIR# TrffR RRT Rf I TR% 3lff P.Rd ’IRTT^# TR7R rttRI RRT1% spPRff RT7T RRT fUT 
RR RRTRR dfdl^R 3RRlR % RRST RRT RTTT f I RR RR f TTnft R# TJRTT % RRR % ffTTR 27 3#T, 
2011 % srjerttR % R?RTR ffRT ffrfRT siffRTff % ffrrffffR R#TT R7T fR ffrtR 18^1, 2011 

# RRIR RPR f3R: 

(i) ftt## ffrtR 14 sprit, 2009 # Pr# R R? wciwr w ^ 1 %rt^^ wr rrt 
ffqfi 

(ii) ftifr # ffriR 08 strirt, 2010# ftftf % tr rrt wr 1% t^mr RiRRf ft srjtt ^rpc ftaft, 
RrRff % PM'MH 3rf^RTrrf sTRT Rdi+ 08 srrgRT, 2010#RRTRTPTRq;f| 

1 3. RrRff % srffRRTT, ft ffRpJ RRT % RR RRT fTT ffrtR 20 sp, 2011 RT RR RR RPR f 3TT 1% 3RR)R 

RTTrffir RT RRTR ffRT RRT % TR# RffRT ffrtR 14SJT, 2011 # RPR ft ft 3# RR RRTT 

% Rlft-RTRR RTT#f RT R#T % 3 Rlftf RT RRR TRTR # 3TTR9RRTT |l RTR ft, ffrtR 29 sp, 2011 
% TTR RR RT7T T#tf #f3% # ffrtR 18 sp, 2011 # pRlf # Rff RT# #3# RT 3RjfTa f%RT RTI 
RRR R9RTR, ffrtR 05 spat, 2011 # 31## f RcRff # ffrtR 22 RTR#, 2011 % RTTR RTTRT 
ftffTT RT RRTR RlfflR RTf % f#R xtr; mp % TPR RT sfffr 3TRRT RRIT ffiRTI 

14. Rft ftR, RR#t !RRT ffrft R^T -RIRHR % TRST T(R ftz RTf#RT W 4662/2011 (Rf #RT RTTR 
RTTT ffrfRT 3TTRtR) Rlf#R # T# 1%!# 1#!# 07 STRUTT, 2011 sftT ffrtR 22 RTR#, 2011 % 
sttrir snrr Rrrff # Rift ftfffr # t^ RTf 3ftr r^ Rtffr rr% # rtrtt # rf ft 1% trt frffr 

3Tf#Rr7TcftT f #7 ffff % f#ft ft RlffRIT % ffRT fl RR% srffffRT, RR RlffRT RTTT 

77(3) % ^"iad t 3RRT{%RT ^RI 3TR #RT R-fffff&rT Rf&lPiRR, 1951 # aRT 10R % 3rftT RrfRT# 
rr% Ttrft arfiTr % srflRTR ft ai fti ^rr rt1%rt # #rH%t sRrffff # ^rrt r #r 

yRHff&rT 3rf%f%TT, 1951 # am 1 Or # tatffRTrr # ft ^grfcft ft t# «fti rt{%rt ffrtR 30 
ffcRTT, 2011#t#ftT5R '-RIRHR %TDT5TRT#RftT#I 

15. ¥T% R'SRRf 3ITftT T RTrff # ffr# 07 3IR^<, 2011 # E/T RR fRT i#m# TT 21 STRUTT, 2011 

# anftT % THTSI TR#«RT #f 3# f%f%T ff#R, R# RT# fl, 17 STR^RR, 2011 TR Rlf#R RRT R 

fffa ffri ffr+R 07 str^rt, 2011 % rr r % Rraff % srf^RRn ft f|*mj #rr irm ffrtR 

13 RRrjRT, 2011 RT ttrt RR 3ipftT # #RT RRT f#RR TRTrr, 2011 R 3# TR RT RRR RRTT RRT RT 
3T^7ta f%RT RRT RRT# RTRff f#ft R5R -RIRHR R ffTTR 30 f%TRT, 2011 R 3R%R % 
f#RDR 3T^Rf% RlPiRI (RTR R?RFT i/Tt/Hfl) Rrt%R RT RRT RTI TTT?RTT, 3RR1R f ffTTR 18 3lRgRR, 
2011 R RR 'ST7T RTRsff #21 STR^RT, 2011 # 3TTRTR R RR3T TR#RR #f R fffffn RRlff ffTTR 
30 ffTDRT, 2011 % R5R -RIRHR R 3Rfa f #f 7RRR R# ffRT RTI ^RR RSRTT, ffRRT RRR 
RR % RftsiRT 1TRT STIRtR # RRlff # ^TRlf RffT R# RT ST^Tta 3#ffT f%RT RRT 3# R#ff %R 
RTf&Rlffft # TR 3RRTT R RRST TR#RR #f R f#T ff#t Rif R f#T f%fJR RT RT ft SI^Ra f%RT 
RT RRfff R TR RR f RR f I ffTTR 24 SfR^RR, 2011 # RrRff % srffRRTT ft fRRTR RRT f 3RRTR 
R T# RTRTT # ff fm RFt R’RTRRT # Wlffr Rffrt RRTT RT% # RTT # 3# RR% ST^fia % 
SEjrnr 3TTRTR f ffTTR 08 TRPR7, 2011 % RR sTR RRTR RRTI RT RTTT3Tt % 3RRTR f 3TTRTR f 
ffrtR 27 SIR^RT, 2011 # RRff # RR Rift f#TT 3# TJRRT# # 18 TRTRT, 2011 R ffr Rffr RT 
ffrr 3fTTRTRff # 15 TRfRT, 2011 TR f%f#T fffRT RTf%R RTT R ffRR ffRI RT^ 3TTRTT # fR 
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RTft PtRfRR Rif f RRf RRift ’JR -=dfddl f RTTR 4j,ddll ft ff#T WIT RRT #T RR M f RTRlR 
f ffRp 15 ddM<, 2011 % T T=T sTITTRRlff ft ^ddll f RpR RTR ff TJRRT ftl RTtf RSRTR STT^ft^T f 
ffRIR 08 R#, 2012 ft RcR«ff f pR y,ddll ft RlfP 01 ^T, 2012 ffafftR RRt fir RRT SpsiT 
3ftTRp| PPd PPdd, Rff fr# ft, 20 R#, 2012 RRRRTRTTRfTRIRI 

16. -Sift fP, 3-Rdd -4I4M4 % R?Rff ^FT dlPsH TJTTCppft RW 14209/2012 f 09 Rf, 2012 ff 
RFTtR f RRR ftR Rift 414d Ip! ft RT ftR RRT ff, pRf s!TTT fP dPdd WIT 4662/2011 (Rf 
%I RRIR RTTR PtdPd RpfpT) if 30 PdM<, 2011 % ffft R5R -dldlRd f RTRR ft Rdlfl ft ff I 
Rdf RIR RRTlR R ^ddll ft RpR RTR fTT HcRff p ffrfR) 29 R#, 2012 ft TIR RT Rift ffRTI 
R?R?RTR, R5RRR TRFTRR % RR RIRRT TptRT# f pr fpR 22 31+^«K, 2013 ft TfffR^ RT pRO 

17. RRf RRRPT 3TRTRT RTTT ffTTR 11 SR^RT, 2013 ft ftR?TR, Vfld RlR ^ft (Rdf RRR1R ftftRTf) 

ft RR^RlffR dRp RIRR R RcRff f ffRRt RtffR RPRR-dR ft Rff RTRR wf Rt SFjffR RTR fTT 
RR RR RRT TRT Riff RTRff RtTT P)dPd °RR ft RR R7R RRTR Rf RR ffRlf f RRR f RTTR f 
R^RTR RTRFTR f RRR TfF <pp T#t RT R%| ftftRTf f ffltR 22 RRJRT, 2013 f Rdf dR g^TT 
RTRtR ft 3RTfR-dR ft dR7 Rff RR ff| RrftR-dR f SpJdTT ft Rf ftR! R ftR RRT f dTRTTR 
PNPd, 2009 f f%TT, 7,38,87,690/-R. ft Tiff RI Rdtdd ^RT RRTR ffRI RTI 1R% R9RTR, 
T5RRR -dldMd R R^ftR ?i + Uld RRPR RRIR RTRRTTR RR 3RR, (2014) 7 RRftft 99 R 

RIRR R Rffff ftffR 1%RT If : 

“103. Rdtdd RPTPT f RIR RPT 10R f RftR fft siRffR ?lff f ff RR Rdtdd R7 

RRTf RTRfffR Rift RRT RRlffR °RR, R RRT ft RRT RRR R RIRR R RlffffR 3lR5R3Tf RI 
3T5RRT RTR f Rif f R'ft RT ffsrtTR RTR R 1%tt rjrstir: rtr RT RR 3^T Rf If fR ^PT 
RfffRRR fI tRfifTR flRT f W ft I” 

RffRTRTRRR, RrRff RPT RTf%R RRRRft ffltR 05 RR, 2014 ft R5RRR TRTRTRR RPT WlffR RT ft 
R#l 

18. pjcjtTH oRR f Rft f% RRT RTlf RR?ft RFRR R RFR Rif fr IffR ff R RRR if 3-^dd4 -dldHd 

RPT 3ITR1R ft Rff RRTR tfrr RTR f fffR f R?R1R, 3fpftR R ffrtR 09 ^RTf, 2014 f RRf RR gTTT 
Rppff ft 18 : fRTf, 2014 RR RPCR RRIRt RtffR RI RRIR dltf R RTR f fpr 24 

^Rlf, 2014 ft (Jddl! ft apTft RlftW f RR f tfafffR RT ffni RrRff R RTTR RRT# RtffR RT 
Pi H Pi ff d RRRP R7R RT fftiR 18^RTf, 2014 ft RRRT RRIR RtffR RT ffRT : 

(i) RTTpR 3|mPdi : RcRff R fffRR ffRT t if RIRtR R IRf ffr^t RfRTRRPfRI# RPTRTffRIR 
RTTT R% RR fRR RRR RTRlfft f RTRTT RT RTTR ft f #T RR RRR R RTRtR f RRR ffft ft 
ffRTRRRRf RTTT frf #MRlP.R fflRPIR RRT Riff RTRT# RR |l RTRPT f RRSt RTRTRR ^PTRRR 
RT dlpH Rft RTPT RTT| RR 3RRR RT RPfRlft ft ftR fflT RTRT RTffrri 

(ii) RpR ffr^R RTffRT f RRIR R Rt ff SpJRRf R RFRlffr ft RRRRT Rstfft, RPtff f fflT 
RTRIRR f R#R TRR RT fff$FR RRTR ftPC RTRT ffiRR |l RR RTR f RRR R RTTlfft f 
RRpRR f RPr ppi R RRR R RRTRR RTF f sftT RRR RTRpRR Rft fl RRRRt R Rtfft ff RIR 
RTTT RRjfR pR TpT RSI f RRT°R ft ^RpR f Pdf) RPTff RTTT Rff-RftRT ft ft Rtf 
| #T Rf ¥RRT 3TRRT pRT RTRT Rlpi/I 
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(iii) ^ Ud'Rldl' gRTT RRT Wit rtt %ff # ## fW R# t f% 1%R RRIdK RR/#R dld^Rd'O RT 
rriRtr f#rr w srr, wr % ‘rt’ %, t# 1%rr rttt ‘rt’ f#rr wtfsItwt rRtr ^idid 

RrRff % srgRTRR R f%RT RRT RTRT R^f I 

(iv) RzRfR srfsjRift Rt RcR-ff snrr RTR#r Rldtdd % w if Rtf rfR r# ff^nf ft #1 
(V) TRTTR ft ddd°dl RPC RTRT#rr RRT 1JRR TTTSP^ff # RRt-RTR R RRRT # WT # |l 

19. siptht ^ srqrft 3TFT 24 ^TT#, 2014, 11 siRRR, 2014, 29 RRRR, 2014, 16 RldH<, 2014, 16 

2014, 5 RTd-0, 2015, 08 fuf, 2015, 06 3BIRT, 2015, 07 RldM<, 2015, 14 Rd^d <, 
2015, 18 RRRf, 2016, 1 RTR#, 2016, 13 3rft*r, 2016, 11 wf, 2016, 9 Rw, 2016, 31 
RW, 2016, 26 RRgRT, 2016, 21 ddM<, 2016, 26 RTf, 2017, 5 3 #r, 2017, 24 3T^T, 2017, 
15 Rf, 2017, 16 Rf, 2017, 31 Rpnf, 2017, fir 25, 3TRTR, 2017 Rt 3[|d) Rid #1 

20. 29 3TRRT, 2014 Rf ^ddll % RTRTR RIRTR % ITT RTR# # RR# Rdldld ffsfftR f#7 #7 T# ffRTR 
09 Rid M3, 2014 R RR# RR ^TI RRfff ft 3T#f#R RT f#RTI 3TRTR sTITT #RTT i#TT RR Rdldld 
RfdRlRtH WTF#: 

(i) WT 3RJRR ‘r’ % ST^RTT TIRTRTT RRT ## idddfRld ftlfdl # #W/HRTRIT 

RT/If dlRd/RdldRldl #R/?RTT ffdIRd fk ft.ft RTfr/Rdl'ldl Rt RcR#f % Rldldd #fd# RT 
Rldlddl # TH# RRTRRTRf Rt R7R# R ## RhRh Rffdl R #CFT WtRrT/ 9RiPd 1%RT RRT 
RT? 

(ii) WT RR^RR 1% HW 1 R RRT dRdilsId ##t Tf? (ft) RT H#t % RRT3TR/WTTR R RT RrR#f RT 

THR Rldldd 3rf#Rrff RT RTRsff RRRT RR% Rldtdd RffRRT R RRTR RT ##### # 

TRRT/RTf#fTT 1#4T *TRT RT? 

(iii) RRT f#T| RRRT 2 R RRT dpH^d #ft RR(RT) R RRTCTR RT WITT RT =RR RcR#f % Rldldd 

^rrr tr%r ?nfJrR 1 %rt rrt rt? 

(iv) RRT RrRsff, ^R Rldldd ^RRt RT ?T#ET R RT%, RRR Rldldd ^RR" % R% % R?fRT RT TR% 
gTITT STRflPT Rft% R Rldldd ^TR" %R%, dlf^d RTR R RRRTT7% f? 

(v) RRT RrRsff % RTR 1^1% % srsfRl RT TR% ^TTT 3rt1%R d-Cidi ^ RdTdd °RR" % 3PTR %% dlHdd 
TTR #■ TRR 3TRRTPTT % 1%R Rtf 3flf%rR RT R^Rld RRR RT? 

(vi) RRT RrRsff RTR R(%i^(%rR RfljRldR, 1951# fRT 77 3TtT 78 R RTR RffcT RTTI 1 0R % RsflR 
Rldldd RTRtR sTHT R)<l?d dlRld #R; RTR R RT# f? 

21. RTRTR R TR RTR% t RT^RRRT Rf&Rlft % RR" TT # RRR d'ld^l, I^dl^d RT Rl^dd f%RTI TRR 
srjftST RT RTRTR R RRTIT R RR R RlnRlRdd ^Rtdl (RRTT RRR RSRTR # R^’,) # ^RTRT: 

(i) #^TRT (ft 1«^-1), Rf 2009 R Rldlddf % #7TR Rl%R Rtf^T (26 Rf , 2008 R 07 Rf , 
2010 RR) R ftfRt-Rq-TRTJRR, 

(ii) sftR. ft Rldldd (ftT^J-2), ftf #-RTT-TRTJRR Rl%R l^l^TT (07 Rf, 2010 Tt 27 RtR, 2013 
RR) 


(iii) ft 3RJR fRK R7RTT, RRSTR (#RRJ-3), -^TR Ri#f$k fITTT RTRRJR 
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(iv) itROTROTRTR Pdl-0, RROTR (it OTp-4), 41POT tOT PlPldd, RRRT 

(v) it OTftw jottt, rrhr (if OTp-5), «w toft PtPfdd, OTriRRT 

(Vi) '-ft OTpR 31ildM, WOT (it OTp-6), dPddlil, ROTiOTJR 
(vii) ft wsnft^r, rrotr (it otr- 7), wgirr ifiOT, it.it iRRi, iHRidi 
(viii) wot, #OTf, ot#w rotrtrwot rt.Pt. (it.it. rotr), otot 

22. wifi PnPiPid ROTff it ipff rrjr it: 

(i) it PRI-H fOTirPtWI (3OT OTp-1), ■dlldl’HI, f%fR, wiww 

(ii) it wit^ rrrr (wk ot^-2), ot§ototi, Pipp, sHKd<Js; 

(iii) itPitRfwirP hot, (sirot^- 3), dildiw, fifR'gw, ottrrw 

(iv) it 3ifTTFTwtaff (RIOT5^-4), dlldldl, PfpJOT, WIWR 

(v) it WRfOTIOT (RIOT OTp-5), dl^dldl, f%*IOT, OTOTOTOT 

(vi) rot# otr (rtot Rp;-6), i otot if 

riot rotot if dq^Rd rot# it wit 05 w#, 2015 if 16 r#, 2017 rot ftqni it r#i inf rotr i 
srfiwrrir riott Rwit fiwp" otot if Rft-Rffsrr it r#i 

ROT# iTTIRR 

23. rtotr it riot if rot# riott f#r tjtt otsot: 

i. it w?i-i ststtcj; it gitw pr ffiRi-WR wTpi i wot fi Rif 26 #f 2008 if 7 r# 2010 
RRI RfilOT P#iJR if ffi#-RR-OTROTOT i OTOT if fw 1%OT OT1T OTI OT#R Rp 1% drRlild 
OTOTFjRR' RIOTT RTOTR i OTTW ROT<JR it R# ftRTR 5 RROTR' 2010 it ftiti if Rf dPdPld OTfi 
ypdlii R PfilOTT OTR RT WIT WOT W# i #OT ROTOT fiOT OTI TROT OTR dr+lild 
dMI^d-d RIOTT RIOTR i WW RRJR" if R# 8 STOT^WOT 2010 it ftifi i RR WOT f%OT ROT OT fi 
OTTfwi ROTFR OTOTROT yPdli) RIOTT OTR if OTIT ROTOTR; RR fl OTfi R# RPdPdl if fi# 
ftiti OT RdiHd OTR OT ROT OTOT OTCi i OTR OT, OT#R OT#OT f%OT fi yPdlil % f%WTR 
#ff OTf ftiti OTOT ROTR i OTOT if R# ROT R#R R# fl 

ii. it wr-2 rotr iti. ilPdmd, ftiRt-w-Riiy+d iifwR-1 i rotr it r# rrrotrrr 
fR it fi f#nw 5 rrot 2010 it ftiri wii iott wotr i ottst iR it Rif it, ftnrif rr 
OTWR fiOT ROT RT fi qPdlil R Pdf-dd OTR OT WOT fiOT wiR RIOTRTf i OTR OTOT f%OT 
RTI R1R if OTOTR RIOTR i RIOT fiRTR 8 RR|OT 2010 if fRff ftiti iif it, fiOTif R^ ROTOT 
ROT fi RprpRR RT3OT yPdlil sOTT RIR t ROT! OTRTR; RTt fl yPdlii RRT RROTT f%OTR OTf 
fOTOTROTRTR; 18,92.353/-R. if 3TOTROT i OTR OT, Rpti RRT fi RR OTTOT ROT R#f R RRR f 
RRffi RR OTRR OTRRTRfi i RtTTR Rfirit 1%^OT if fiOT otPtOTR i RR if #OTR R# Rl 

iii. OTRTOTT OT if 3IIT i it RRfR fOTR (RR OTftF Rf ROTR OTRR i pTR PWTRR RR OTOT t) RTOT 

itOTp-3 rrri; it RpTfOTK otwot if uPdiil if wrif f%R rw ^f^wf/wffRf if r^r otP 

i Rli if ROT 1 ji Rli OT OTpi OTOT fiOT fi it Rip JR I < R RWROTf if wit it TlffR OTff 
R# it if I OTRfR iROT iOTT RFR fiOT RT #T ROT RRTOT pROT if OTR fiOT RTI OTRR RR it 1 pST 
ROT fi ROT fiRlR 8 3rtOT 2009 RfR 9 srtw 2009 i RRTOT it RRfR fROT i OTff%R OTJROT i 
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tototto Pitt[tt r Pbti toPPretPet pP et Pstim esttotP t Pt e PPP an%^ff to 

RtoPe f%TT TFT %, 44 EEtE fETT sRF ST^f^RT 1 %tt RE 4 Pt TOp pR ^idM PbTO TTTO 
PeP 16 Pp 2009 P TOR TOC pEI W ETI TOp ERIET TERR Ef 44 f4pK PET Pt ETOEE 
ETSnEE EE 4 e 44 f%TT eiR E EE fkfP 3TT%^T RlPf TOR PEE EEJ P ETE E^fT TOC pET TORT 
ETI 

iv. #5^-4 srsqlrT 4 e 4 P^fciM PlPdl ETOT P[44sl % 44 EETTOCRIE fcNl-Tl, li^f|IJ-H (Pr) R 

9Pdl41 % toPeERI TOE P4 E% TE RETE Pt 3F4Pk pEI P TEE TOE Rp RE ppp 
TOTOH 44 ePeT «HMcfi fl PeP 5 spR 2009 P4 RR EfP EC TOEETI p RET ET TOffE Ef 
WM 1% Ef PP PPPP ERpt t Rt %EE TT^fpT P4 ERE 4 Pe P TOTE ft El HR! TOftR 
P?inRti eit eeiett PeP P 4kr % tort ^ %%■ |tt totei P Psimi 4 eeP 

44% ‘ERp 41Pdl BlPPl sP4U(fP pET fETT %\ TREE dHMdl TO tETTTOEt % Pf TOETOC 
PETE % RpTOpEr % P44 TO % ERIE % 44 TOTOT pETI 

v. 41 reP 4e4 toete toft PPP % u4)»h 44 r44e fror % ee wit |R <jp Pt P 

yp=ll41 % dHMK EE PPPPeP 2010 if TOETOC RtPtiRPI TOR'JpEt TJEET P RET P ^TO 
if REpT Pf titt %| TERR 3r 4 EE EfT 1% E1ET 44 Rpt ERE HHNK RET Pt TcHHI, 4 PETER 
ETO Rpt RETET RET ETEJ pR Pro Pf Ef % 4k EEET iflETE pET RET ET ERpf 
PfTRT RRTT W fll fp TpP RTT pRT P RpR Pr % RTR RR 44P: 4P PfT RRT fl 
Tpp Ff PPtt Pro P 30 RT% 2009 TO 5,00,000/TO, 9 3pR 2009 TO 2,00,000/R, 
9 3pR, 2009 P 1,45,600/TO, 14 spR 2009 Rl 2,00,000/TO, 18 spR 2009 TO 1,00,000/- 
R. 3p 22 3pR 2009 TO 2,50,000/TO. TO TOR RPR pRT TOT 4TI TOfP Rf P TfT P 

^TORT TTOFRT 4 Rf% RI f44 pR RPR pRT TOT 4T PrTR TTR RTOTO % Pir4 Pr 44 8 3pR 
2009 TO flRR pRT TOT RT 3p ^TORT 9 3pR 2009 TO RPR pRT TOT RTI 

vi. 44 to^;-6 rrP; 44 rPr rtotr, rPtot44 % tow 4 totrt P to P44 3trrt toPf rtr 

3tPr pRT RIRT I TO pRPRT TO RT Rp Pro RTTO f To tot RfR ^TORT RPR R TOC pRT ETO 

fri tor to to4Prc Pro 44 toP tor rt^r Pit tttt Prtrr Pr ^ 4k rrirP |i torP 
rPtoP P rPtoto P to Tpro 4 totor Pro P torPr rpP t 3p rPrtP P rPto# TOP 

P ETORT P RRR RT RTRTOC pRRT P RptTOTpTO P REST e 4 RR 4 TO Ef P rPto 44 Pi ^4 Rk 
4 RRTTO TOT RTI TOCTR TO tjeTR TO 44 RTOT pRT P Pit 44 PrPtPtoI rPrtP P Pto-PPr 
4 totPr rP Pr; r% 4 3fk Rf p rPe Prptr ^4 4 4k erP 44r Prt P44 Prf%R 
RfTRiR P rPrtP Pt rrtto44/rr P Prt rtoPr Pit rtt ri 

vii. 44to^-7 rsPi; P to4r, ^p4 rrH4, RfTR 4444 4 wr P toP tor ftrof to rt^r Pr Rf 

e44 torPr rPr (to) PrP 30 ePt to tot to rPtoP Pt “to. Prro” P rr 4 4r4Pr Pro 
RRI t (R) 5,00,000/- RRT Pt fR Rp P pR “TO. PtTO” P RTO 4 PrP 30 3pR 2009 TO 
44RTO (R) 01 3pR 2009 4 31 TO# 2010 Pt TOP P pR RTOC PlT Pm4 TOT PPr 
5 , 00 , 000 /-trr 44 ri4 rP Pwrt r44 |, (r) ret. Prro 4 rfr rrrP 44 ^P toP totoP 
PrP 11 Et, 2009 P eir44, “re Prro” Rft rt rPtoP P 4r4 4 |i P to^-7 r tror Pro 
p torPr Pt erie44 f Pr tortot Petr P RiProkt P rrr to rPtoP to PetP P Pf 

tRRpf RRfl 

24. rPtoP Pt Pt 4 tor Pt rPto44 P eete4 tor Pf R 77 rtorr: 

i. RTTRTO^-I, RpR P pTOE fEIT Pro, TOtTOET, Pf^E, TOTRR 4 RTfl p Rf toRRIRERR 
TOTRkt t Pr Rf P Per $ett (tot to^;-3) P eP fi RpiP 9 to4r 2009 44 totr rst 4 
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P?inPri rriIrtrrtr% i%n; yPdifl ft ffe if fpR rhi-oi fr 2,00,000/- wt rr ^wh 
Roof % w 1%^rr |i trrr rrt f^n 1% yi41 it r tit Prr rttr if aftr r ft Rfcrra if Rift 

Rif Rrfk ^RRgTT ffeRT RRT RTI 

ii. yp- rst^- 2 RRfci; Mr ToftR rrrr, RifaiRi, fTfjnjR, hiw % ffRT f% rtt pRi-did 

HTSTTT ifeRT tfe. % Rrrr yilslHI if RTpOfTT RlddT rti RRffif r?r 1% rii T^W, RSTf if fem 
■Hmifi i*+Rd Ron rtrt rt ffr hh ijrrtr % RRfe if f%R Riff rtrt rt roc ww 
rtrotr if rrtr ffr Rifo RfefRf ifeiRT rti r^R 3ijr jottt Rfaft, RffeRiff fe felRfRR Rife, if 
^MH ROR RRR f T#RTT Rrt ft Rif, 2009 if Rf 2009 ft 3Rj% % RfelR ffsTOPT 

RT RROTR RTR % ffeo RTI RR RR Rfli RT f f% TRR yPdlfl ft RTTRT (R. 59, 61, W 1 if 
3TfTR218, 219, 220, 222 W II if) Rift 1 %tt r aftr dldR-lfif RRR R*RTRTr|rr| l 

iii. RTT R^;-3 RRIR fefRfR RRTT PORT, RlfRTRT, fifRIJR', ITRRR R RRT ffe RR RRRR R TTR 
^mi-0 I, Ro fiRTOff TOoftirfif r%r RT Rfe RR 1989-1996 if RfeOrift if tifeTT affe rr% rir 
RR TR RRR fR ft RTT ftRT RTI RROf RRIRT 1% TROfH%R RfftgORff W RlffeRT % RTR 
RRRR RT% Rj^Rlff % f%RTR RRR RTR R RT R RR RRTRTrft TRRT RIR 1%RT RRT R RRTf% 
RfeTRlff 3TR% 1JRR iff RTR % RRIR RRR Hffedlff % RRTR if Rff RTRl RRR RRTRROft RR if 
RIRT f%RT 1% RRRR RfTfRTff R Rift Rtf f^tftR RR %R Rff RTI % RR RRtR R RRR RT^ f i% 
RRTR ai^Rlit ^t 3TR R Rtf 2009 R P»rTrR RRR if tf^R RRRR Rt 5,00,000/-TRR RT 

t%RTRTI 

iv. RR R«^;-4, €f RJR TTR Rfaft, RTfRTRT, 1%1JR, RRRR R RRTR f^RT 1% 2009 % RR^tR 

PldlRdl R ffTTR Rf%Rlft RRT RR% RT%fR Rf%f^f% (PlRi-H TftfR) % RR if PtjRR 1%RT 
RRT RTI RRRT RT^ ^RRffpR 3^r 41 PrI if wPlR t^RTRRf ft °RRRR RTR % RRR if RTI 
"RRIR PrtRR RRR % RfTTR 1%n; rtt )%r ypRn % RWf rt TWTRTR RTR R Pot P,dPd 
Rf^RTft RRT RRTRR RTTR Rtt TpRRT if RRT f^OiR # RTR Rf T^tRR f%RTI Rtr{R rrt f% 
RPRlit R RRR RTf%RT Rpft R RRIR if 3RR R RRT RT f^RT RT afR RttPof RPgOR^t TRiftPR 
RTjff RtT RRR Rl1%RIRf RRT Ttr RRR &R 1%RT RRT pTRRT RfpRI^t PfRR RR RTT| 

RRTR T#RR f%RT f% R^RfR «ft RRIR fRR % RT&RR R RRIR RRT # 74,992/-TRTT, €t TI#R 
RRRR % RTSRR R ft^TRIR 41Pdl RRT f%. RI 115000/-7RTT, tPR RFRR % RTf^fR IRR Rt 
45000/- RT ^IdM %RT RTI R^RfR RRTRT f% RRTRR Wf ^t RtPlRf RITT R^R 1 %tt rtt rfr 
R ift Pr 3^t RRIRft fl RRIR RR ift RRIRT f% RR% RTTT RR% Rlf&RRT # Rfff RTR fR Rif 
RTRIRR RIRT Rft 1%IT rtt f | RRIR r% I^RT 1% RRTR WRT RTTT RTfR ftrftR 3RRR RR% RTTT 
r^rtPr Rff fw rtt ri r ^nr €Nf %3 r# % rtr fMt rrrt % ^iRfir it fRTT r# fi 

R^fR RR pRT f% % iftffRT wft R RTRlff ROR f%RT RTcT % 3TTT RR RRTT RJRtRR % RTR 

aRTlfstR # RRft «ftl 

V. RRR^-5 RRfR^RtffR^TRTT, RTfRTRT, 1%1JR, RTTRRR RRT 1%RTff^RTfROTTRTRfRR if 
1994 if ifRT RTR, 2013 RR RRTR RRT if RTR f%RTI % TRp Raff R ProTR RTRPRT RRf%R 
f%RT RT^ R 3^T ROR ^RRTR % RRR if 1%R RTft f%RT RTR Rl RtrtR RTR, 2009 R RRT Rf 
2009 # RRp- % #RR PsimPRlff % RRT^TR % f%R yPdl41 % Pdtdd Rife, RfT fRTT 
Rfaft R 3JRRTR ROR RTfe ^t RTR ft *41f>d 1%RTI R^ftR Rf ft RRT f% mPr t%R if RR% 
^RTTSTT PdlRId R 4 t RR TT% 74,992/-TRTt # «ftl 

Vi. RO RR^-6 RRfR 7RR Rf%Rlft fe RRTR WT if RRT^TRf % TfRa if RfT 1% RR% RTTT 5 RRTSTRf 
% t%R 1JRRTR # Rft fR Trf% 74,992/-RRR ftl 1%TRTR TTROT if WT^TRf % RRR if RRTfR 
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FFTR fft Rift 1TRT 6 FFTFFf ft ffttT 'pdld ftf F# fF Ttfft 1,15,000/-FR; ftf I FfftFFtftf ft 
FFRR % ftFF ft a’ ft Id FR fft 3*1 ft FRT FFF FF ff FFTFF 10,000/-RIR F fftR FlfftfF 
fftR fr ri tfftF ftrrt ft fftff % rff ft, Fftfft 7# fftR 1% 4 fftfftR di-Oftf ft fftR 1 
R?iimh FtfftfF 1 %r fr ft fIt Rift fftR RRfft ^ 45,000 /-?fr ftf ttRt FT ^ddld fftRI 
FRTT ffftfft 9HI JIJ I ft FFFft Rffft FR fft TRTF R FFft Pldfdd RFF ft Fftf 9ft 5,00,000/- 
WTR 9-HI4UI FlfftfFFff fftR R fttTFFft F^ftldd ftf ^fft RTF FRIT Rif ftf dfdIdF fftFlft 
FT Fff fftslldl FR fl f fttftf ft FFKFft FFF ft FRffft FFTRfft ffttftf FT HR RsllHd WlfftcT 
fftR FR FT 3ffT Rift fftR RRft 15,000/-?FR FT Rddld fftR FTI Ftft FRlft ffts-dd'ift* FR 
fft Tdft TR *I4N|J lid Rid I FFT RRF ftFI dF ftTfftfftftT FT RTF f%R FTR f Wffft Rift 
FFT R 4dft] ftp - ft FFF RFT FT FFTFF TR ft fftR Fftf ftf FtfftfiF Fftf fftdl FR R FtT ft 
fftw 3fft- RF dHtldd Rift 4 t dldld-f) fl Rftfft FTF FR fft WIRT FT R3IT ft RTF! FRlIdd 
FTRF Fft fftR FFtfft ft Fftf ftf RTft R FFft Rdfdd Rife ft FrFST ftF ftr Fftf FT Tft ft ftfe 
stftfPlR FFft FFdTftftf FT FTFTT Fft fftFT FI 7TFR fl Rffft FFRIF ft HTF FFTFFf ftf 
Ftf&RF fftFF RIRifi ftf Ffft ftf FFR ftf fftft ft FFft RTT FfftfF RFFTF FFPTF ftft FT RR 
FTft fl RRF *ftfFTT fftFT fft FFfft Fft FFFTFT ft FFF ft FFTFlff ft, Fft Fftfft STFlfftfR 
FFRTFTft PsHIF F FT Rdf-dd ft Fft ft F FRft ftff fftFTFF FTFT #1 

25. FTFIF ft FT^FFTlf 3rfftFlff ft fftdPlPsld FRFFFf FTTRTTT fftFT: 

i. ftft FTTT tFTT fftrr FT; Tft ft ft FFF ft, TTfFFFf 3Tf&FTft ft ftftrf-3, ft§FF[-4, ftfF^- 
5, 4fd^-6, ft >fk®^-7 ft FFPFf FT FfTTT fftFT ft clft fftFT fft RdIHd/BRdKftd/ftftff 
FFTF ftf fftdfFF FfftFT ft ftlF FFlfftF/FFlfft fftrr FF ft, ft FT FJFR FFTFT FTFT % fft ft 
FTF ft fftrr ft FfftFlftf ftf ftFRTFTftf FT FFlft ft fftlf ftl Fftft FF F«F FT ftf WRT fftFT fft 
FfftFlftf ft FFftf Ffft-Fffarr ft FftF fftsnFFf ft TIFT^R ftf FR ftf Tftftr fftFT || 

ii. FT^FFFf srfftFTfr ftfF FTTT ftFR fftF RT ^ ^ F FFF ftf FF FFft f fft ftffftFT fRF ft 
^FFR ftf Flfft ftf ^ftfFTT fftFT FT, FFfftrr ^TFR fftrr Flft FT FTFT FJFR FFTFT FTFT |l 
FFT^IFT FT FfftFlftf ftf FRfftFT ft FF ft ftft FT W FRlft f fft ^Tlft ftffftFT FIFFT ft f%FTF 
ftf# FlftFlf fftR fftFT FFFT FTF FfF fftFT FT, RiFFT F«f Fdft FFT§R ft fftF Fdftf Tftfffft ft 
FFTFT FTFT fl FfftFlftf FFT FfftFTF ^4F FFF FF ft fftF RT Fl 

iii. FTFTF FRT ftFK fft^ RT ftfftf ^ ft Ftft ft, 9^d+dl FfftFlff ft ftfftF fftR f fft 9 fft d I ftl FRT 
TR^F fftrr rt ^TF FT Fff$TF FR ftf Rffft FFft fftdldd FF ftftf ft FlfftF fftR FR f RF 
FfftFTF fftp; FP fl 

iv. FlftfF FRT ftFR fft^ FT^ Tjf F ftFF ft TRfFFFf FfftFlftf Fft ftft f 1ft FF ft TPjft ftrR ft 
FdRHpId FtT FFFftfFRT ft F|FFT dlftdlff fftfft RTT 3 RRr TF F Ptdfdd FT FT RRT 
FIT TT^F FFft if RTFF TR Rl 

V. FTFF Ff ft FFF if yfftdlfti ft FfftcT RF ftf ^dfidPld FTft ft 1%tt Rtf aftfftrF Fff fftR f 
Rift Ftft ft Rffft fftft fFR ff fftR fl 

Vi. FFTFFFT FfftFlff FT Fft f fft FF§FT FfftFTFf ft FFTF ft FfftFlftf FRF fftFfdF 3FFR RTT 
FtF FfftiftfftR FfftfftFF, 1951 ftf RTT 77 t^F 78 ft FTF FfftF RTT 10F ft FFftF fftdfft 
FtfftF fftp FR FT FPff ffRI 

26. FfftFlftf ft 3Rft FfftFFTTft FTSFF ft PtHplf^d fftn; f: 
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i. ytc)=ii41 # #3- ft f»t ftp p# f#TF 4t sppp ftp % ftp 11% PHMd pfp p# 

siwff # pp ##/FPTFFf % ftp F?rFpft p# pppt pipt PTf|p # pp% sirr F#f f ft 
FTT ftfp ftp pp f 3# f # ftp% ftp ftp f#r fftf ftpr pft %\ 

ii. fp% yRiR+d, stRtffft pitt fpftt ftp |ft “R^ihR+i” ftp fftr ^hi-fi t f#ff fftff 
p ^PhI^ci pff ftFT w t aftrtFP pfmk ft t twr # yRNi41 fitt ftp fp dsi iff pff 

PPPT W FFPT |l F# WR t PPTFIT PW 3RT sr^rfW^ff t ftp -iff ypTlftp ftp pj f 3# 

yRHi41 fr Tip pprnp ftp # st^sf f# # pt pf# | ft fft fpft ^wh ft# 3# pm 
ftFT fft stti ftsfft yjt-jH hit PhTph ywftrfr #ppt ftfrftrff # 3^4 pi ft #f 
trn 

iii. ftpTF 3#wr ^ftt Ft Fp pt f f% pft=n# t ftpfpp rf pt fr % Tftrrr % #ft t 3# F# 

3lR)P,Fd RF ftFT # W FT rfr FW 3FPT# P FFF #PT t tpR FIF^F ftFT FWT FT I 

iv. ftpTF 3Tf%FWr Fp # P#dd FT# f ft yfc^dPdT 3### PITT FFJF ftp Fp ftp/#FFI t 
yfcMl41 tit IFF PhIfH pPT FT 3^#Pd/p7pTSTT pff |l ftsTTF srftFFPT pin FTprr p pHM 
FP ft#/## # ftft P PT2FF t pp P 3IPTF 6<HIFI W | F#ft FKtiF PP2F srftftFP # 
son 65w % yrnfr tti% thttt t tt# wpt ff’ Tirft t# f%rrr w fti 1%^r t i% f^rft 
^FTfftFl ftFT# FT FTSTf % T^F t FTF" TIT^ % f%p ^ SipTTTT f%FT TTFTT TTf^TT #p 
TTFI FFTT-FT FFTT fRT Tfr i^lFd'lPlF 1>FT# FT arf^afT^T FT, Tn 1%j% FT Fnfr FTFT 1%!^ 
s^FdlPlF f^FT# tFIT i%rrr trt FT, TTT f^FT# % trrrr FTT t nH^Pld i%ir FTT Tpf % i^FTT 

FTpr FTTI, #FTri% FTTftrr FTSTr srf^rnr SITTr 65-W(2) t f^lT TFT t 3^ ^rr TTTF TFT % 
TTFIFTT % FtT t Ttfi 1%t^FTT 3rf&lFTRFl FT TpW FTP FT% sTP ppfrpftp fft ftPT 
FTilpi 

V. ■felP pf&FFPT sTHT Fp p% f^FT PFT f f% ^rff p 3ipf^f|p 3JPPT, pppT yldTlRl^ pfsyRFF, 
2000 PRT 2(P) % stpifp “FT2T” TftpTP PIPT t aflT FTST pppl ifklRl'fY STRiPiFF, 2000 #■ 
STITT 2(P) P “T%Fpff^F) f^FTf” # FftpiPT % spnfp 3FPT | PlFFI 3lf%FTP p# I^FP 1%FT PFT 
t pr prrfRr pisp pRrRrrrp 1872 # pttt 3 % pptip fi fp pftt p^pr ptpp p ft^tt 
pfrpr ftp Fpppiftp ftFT# P PF P PITTffp PiaP stRiRfH 1872 # Fftft P Tffpr Pirfp 3ffr 
TP# T#FTtdT 1#0[ FTP # PIPSPFTP fnffl 

vi. felP pfijPFPT FT PF p fp #gpp;-3, P fipt #F®rp-7 PP P PPIpT % FTP FT^P f#T fp 
FT dTPPi # ## Rf%TP PTPPTff P# «ft Frfi1% % PPP pppipft FT TP pFPltpT P 
FFT^IPAJPP P PPS P# PI f%sTP pftpFPT % P^PIT, FPP PP PPTfi # Ff%-F#SP FPlpffp 
ft ppff |l Fftpl# PITT 3lftFTPP # PFP/PFTJFP FPTf fPTf % f^"T ftfp ^P 
PTP#P PTFTT % PPP PTpFP # FTFT f%FT PFT PTI 

PT8FPPrf%^N»l 

27. P#TFP, #141 #-# PTP applp % PPP FTf%P # P# f^PTP 8 3TP|FT, 2010# PplRlPPP, PlPPr 
(PIP) # PIP #FTT # FpFPfftp pp f# ttflrp FT y f4 P141 sTITT f#FT PPT fP F#P PF, T.28,01,729 
psrfFT PTP fl ftF# t 4 PPIPTT FP I^PPFl' 3# 2 #.#. #Tpf PF# P#PPFff (PPPP^C), t#P PTFTP 
(PPPprjT), 14^fdId (PPPPJT), PPIP PPT (pptpJT), PqTTT ##FT ## #p% (TT#) 3# f^f# 
(Thft) P pfp % PiTTP FTP f%P pp FTPlppf # # FPP: srppf&p f#p PFT PTI FP tfflFT PTTPI STTT 

Ff#n# % ftp ft #nr f%p pp f#r % #ptp sfrr f#pt# t f4f#r #f#p prrp fip t#ftt # pf ftp 
TTf% PFT y f#Pl41 sTITT 3FFT ftpfpp RP % P% P #ffP Trf?T FT P4FP #RTpP7T f:— 
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3R 

t. 

*iIH d^l ^ % 1 1*1 

3<ik R«il % R«k«i 

% ST'PTTT 

S*rcT3R#ftqIr(ri 

R«K u I # ^rff ’ft 

1. 

'J|I"K«I 





foTFP 


75,000/- 


#3109030124 

31/03/2009 

1,07,250 



^t#09040002 

01/04/2009 

10,000 



#3109040007 

02/04/2009 

15,750 

75,000/- 


tI#09040015 

03/04/2009 

18,000 



t|#09040016 

03/04/2009 

6,000 



#3109040020 

04/04/2009 

25,000 



##09040025 

05/04/2009 

25,000 



##09040028 

06/04/2009 

25,000 



##09040035 

07/04/2009 

25,000 



##09040041 

08/04/2009 

12,500 



##09040042 

08//04/2009 

12,500 



##09040046 

09/04/2009 

25,000 



##09040047 

09/04/2009 

1,45,600 



#%09040049 

10/04/2009 

25,000 



##09040057 

11/04/2009 

25,000 



#3109040062 

12/04/2009 

25,000 



##09040070 

13/04/2009 

25,000 



##09040072 

14/04/2009 

25,000 



##09040079 

15/04/2009 

93,600 



##09040083 

16/04/2009 

25,000 



##09040088 

17/04/2009 

51,563 



##09040097 

18/04/2009 

25,000 



#3^09040107 

19/04/2009 

25,000 



##09040111 

20/04/2009 

51,563 



##09040122 

21/04/2009 

1,71,600 



##09040131 

22/04/2009 

82,500 



##09040144 

23/04/2009 

41,250 



##09040147 

23/04/2009 

2,50,000 





13,94,676/- 


2. 


zrf# 

95,000/- 


f^r #., 

Rn* 


95,000/- 


101793838 

06/04/2009 

82,874 



101795533 

09/04/2009 

47,736 
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101797625 

11/04/2009 

31,824 


101803035 

16/04/2009 

21,324 

101803036 

16/04/2009 

30,775 

101803037 

16/04/2009 

30,775 

101808685 

21/04/2009 

61,908 

101808686 

21/04/2009 

61,908 

101808687 

21/04/2009 

41,932 

101811248 

23/04/2009 

82,874 



4,93,930/- 

3. 


r 

ttRt 

10,000/- 

10,000/- 



23 

13/04/2009 

10,000/- 

38 

20/04/2009 

15,000/- 

39 

21/04/2009 

16,000/- 

42 

24/04/2009 

15,000/- 

50 

30/04/2009 

18,000/- 

52 

05/05/2009 

17,000/- 

54 

07/05/2009 

19,000/- 

57 

08/05/2009 

15,000/- 

60 

09/05/2009 

17,9,00/- 

64 

11/05/2009 

15,0001- 

69 

13/05/2009 

15,000/- 

72 

15/05/2009 

13,000/- 

74 

18/05/2009 

15,000/- 

76 

19/05/2009 

18 000/- 

80 

20/05/2009 

15,000/- 

84 

21/05/2009 

17,000/- 

88 

23/05/2009 

19,000/- 

96 

27/05/2009 

18,000/- 



2,87,900/- 

4 

y'HId <9«H. 

TrfSr 

74, 992/- 

74, 992/- 

y'tiRM di0«i 

08/04/2009 

15,000 

18/04/2009 

10,000 

21/04/2009 

10,000 

22/04/2009 

15,000 
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09/04/2009 

30,000 


f^T 

80,000/- 

5. 

^TfRT $f^4l 

ttRt 


«ffarertf. 

«fi'j| < t> aifltg 

5,00,000 

tt?t 3H|^4141 O.H/41 l*4<HR/ 

332/09-10 

30/04/2009 


$<T 

5,00,000/- 

6 . 

y)«n 

ttRt 


<,*Tk ^t. 

dlfllsl 

472 

16/04/2009 

35,296 

471 

16/04/2009 

9,927 


$*T 

45,223/- 




28,01,729/- 

2,24,992/- 


28. fFrt, arnrRr ^rt 44iPid ttr-%#cfi, Tnft 41R-Mi fiwr siptht%* rrsfr%t 34141 w m 
sfppRf % TPTST TAHITI TOpT 4R4 - # WT W «TTI WT fffcft ^ TT tJTITT Tripp 

41 f§ 4 l sm 41 R-MI yORTT % + 14144 wft s[RT TR 7 STTf^fTcT TW Tflft ft^TT W 4 T 1 %T% sHTI 

TTTsft % if TTT ^ri% W srf^frf f^RTT W SIT #C HTSft % 3TTTFT 5TRT Ri% TfTT ^HM ^dN«l ^TRpI 

i%rr %| aipfRr % WST 41R-MI BT37T sTTI ^rf # Tff TT TT^Pruy RhI^-HK |: 


9FT 

Tftf^TT M.'jl'tfl 
*TPT 

Vllf^+K 


f^T^t ai{)<g 

^RiRT'T/f^T TT nl’Hl+l 
dl(l<3 

f«Rr ttRt 

1. 

Tmcr ir, 
Ti^rfs'PT fTTRTT 

’sft STT^dlM 4^ 

l. 

08/04/2009 

08/04/2009 

15,000/- 

(TTRl Hm) 

HI V 1 TrrBjehrl ssFl 

2. 

09/04/2009 

09/04/2009 

30,000/- 

Pi f4 , ^nr?R^r 

«! \l 4 II <4 4i\| >|| 

ST^T^RTT 

HTTTT 

3. 

18/04/2009 

18/04/2009 

10,000/- 

TiwTw srnrr ^Tfri 
ft#3f 3TT%9T 

4. 

21/04/2009 

21/04/2009 

10,000/- 

5. 

22/04/2009 

22/04/2009 

15,000/- 





w 


80,000/- 

2. 

f^fdM ‘41R-M1 

Pf Pli ^ ^RT 

U4<fl4)R4l \ 

i%TT tyyf^y 

4>I4*4< 

g414 wht% 
4TR PT i%T 3TR 
?£44T WRR 
4T4" r^Hl'Cl, 

U 41 L> H f^tT 1T7T 
44t?pft 

1 . 

06/04/2009, 

HH JSRCBU 

06/04/2009 

82,874/- 

2. 

09/04/2009, 

HH JSRCBU 

09/04/2009 

47,736/- 

3. 

11/04/2009, 

HT JSR LIVE 

11/04/2009 

31,824/- 

4. 

16/04/2009. 

1/41/4 

16/04/2009 

21,324/- 

30,775/- 

1/41/4 4R7T3TIT 
TT3%RT, 1/41/4 
4TRT3ITT 

30,775/- 





[’TFT II—TsFFT 3(iii)] 


’TTOT ^T TRF+ : ST^TT 28, 2017/=b‘lfcf=H 6, 1939 


269 









5. 

21/04/2009, 

1/41/4 ^TR+fcrjr 

21/04/2009 

61,908/- 

61,908/- 

1/41/4 %/TT3TR 
<13+41, 1/41/4 

^T/TT3IR 

41^4141 

41,932/- 

6. 

23/04/2009, 

anf-lT/^ 

^Ztt3tr414H 

23/04/2009 

82,874/- 





f*T 


4,93,930/- 

3. 

•aRd + i'jfi 6ki y-s-^d 
fd"l 

TT^ s^THT, 
^T+>T9T+i TT^ 

■N 

1. 

09/04/200 

09/04/2009 

10,000/- 

2. 

18/04/2009 

18/04/2009 

16,500/- 

yiM<kd< sTRI 
Tjrf^chH x^fc* H 

3. 

19/04/2009 

19/04/2009 

14,500/- 

>1 1 1 M T 1 \1 d 1 

31 it 4 H 

4. 

20/04/2009 

20/04/2009 

31,700/- 

5. 

21/04/2009 

21/04/2009 

31,700/- 

6. 

22/04/2009 

22/04/2009 

31,700/- 

7. 

22/04/2009 

22/04/2009 

1,32,000/- 

8. 

23/04/2009 

23/04/2009 

19,800/- 







2,87,900/- 

4. 

+ 4Hk | J| 6KI 

iff +4h 4Ml 
(f^%3T+>) gTRT 

iff m41 ij i 

^TT 

1. 

31/03/2009 

31/03/2009 

1,07,250 




2. 

01/04/2009 

01/04/2009 

TTsFSJTrp; TTcf 

3||f^ri|H< t 

10,000 




3. 

02/04/2009 

02/04/2009 
wsrrgrTTt 
3UtecdH< t 

15,750 




4. 

03/04/2009 

03/04/2009 

311 Rm +,< if 

18,000 




5. 

03/04/2009 

03/04/2009 

wyr’jTTTci 

311 Red h< t 

6,000 




6. 

04/04/2009 

4< 

31lRr^< fr 
04/04/2009 

25,000 




7. 

05/04/2009 

4lldlOI 4< 

311 Red H< t 

25,000 
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05/04/2009 





8. 

06/04/2009 

4l=kll4l 4k 
ailf^AP^, 4 
06/04/2009 

25,000 




9. 

07/04/2009 

41^141 4k 

4 

07/04/2009 

25,000 




10. 

08/04/2009 

4ll4l4l 4l J 
3TTl%rirgTTf 
08/04/2009 

12,500 




11. 

08/04/2009 

4k" 

aniW'jT t 
08/04/2009 

12,500 




12. 

09/04/2009 

4114141 4l J 

3)1 4 

09/04/2009 

25,000 




13. 

09/04/2009 

4 

09/04/2009 

1,45,600 




14. 

10/04/2009 

4114141 4U 
3IlRrAI^< 4 
10/04/2009 

25,000 




15. 

11/04/2009 

41 I 4141 4k 
3IlRrAI^< 4 

11/04/2009 

25,000 




16. 

12/04/2009 

41 I 4141 , 

12/04/2009 

25,000 




17. 

13/04/2009 

41 I 4141 4k, 

4 

13/04/2009 

25,000 




18. 

14/04/2009 

4lFk44 J 4k4^l44< 
4^4 14/04/2009 

25,000 




19. 

15/04/2009 

3Ill4r4'i< 4k" 4^I44< 
4*14 15/04/2009 

93,600 




20. 

16/04/2009 

4qI44< 44" 4 
16/04/2009 

25,000 




21. 

17/04/2009 

4k" 4^I44< 
44 4 17/04/2009 

51,563 




22. 

18/04/2009 

3)lRc4^< 4k4^l44< 
44 4 18/04/2009 

25,000 




23. 

19/04/2009 

3)lte<4|ij< 4l J 

444 l 4 k u l 444 

25,000 
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19/04/2009 





24. 

20/04/2009 

3IlltrTILJ-( 4 t 4^1447 
twt 20/04/2009 

51,563 




25. 

21/04/2009 

4^144-! tsit 
21/04/2009 

1,71,600 




26. 

22/04/2009 

4£I44< tsrt 
22/04/2009 

82,500 




27. 

23/04/2009 

atiRrii^v 4t4^hh< 
4wt 23/04/2009 

41,250 




28. 

20/04/2009 

t 

20/04/2009 

2,50,000 





ipr 


13,94,676/- 

5. 

•h^ki item <Ti41 

"v c 

ttTTTTTnwnT, 
(ttn 3ntttiT 
3iiPWk) sow 
^nf&i'fid tt 
TwttT 

1. 

09/05/2009 

Tit 200911 

5,00,000/- 

n£ei + 

TFcTlioW 444564 





$<H *n«S 


27,56,506/- 


29. ttat, 4 ttrwr wr 3TtT 2 twr t srftwftri wRrtr % Th?t Tittr fts #c Tftftrr 


4T % ferw, tr yf?Hi41 sm PNmh ^pj % wit t wrrr wf t PImi^hk 


35TT t. 


Pl4 

EHTTf^T W TJTRTPT 
lt>41 441 

dlOy 

srttRt 

4I4-<H4. 

1. 

f§*-H 

41444 

09/04/2009 

45,000 

37, 41^4 1 

2. 

H+I*IH 41441 

TT4ld <sMT 

09/04/2009 

30,000 

38,41-^4 1 

3. 

44 MK 14 if 

R?iimh 

■dRd dl'tl 

09/04/2009 

10,000 

56, 41 ^4 1 

4. 

IPl+ 44 MK 44 4 

fem 


09/04/2009 

30,000 

59, 41~^4 1 

5. 

44HK 44 *)' 

t/4-fl d-4H-THlSd 

11/04/2009 

25,000 

61,41^4 

6. 

4+Md 41441 

T4ld teld< 

08/04/2009 

14,996 

211,41 "^4 II 

7. 

R?1nR+I 44K u I 

wsftww 

sSd7UlsM 

(tttl) 

22/04/2009 

15,000 

195, 41 ^4 II 

8. 

U <+•! SflH 41441 

THId J dd J 

18/04/2009 

7,500 

208A, 41^4 II 

9. 

H+ISIH 41441 

74ld ^4< 

21/04/2009 

7,500 

209, 41^4 II 
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10. 

94TOH BI4HI 

T4Id Wd< 

22/04/2009 

14,996 

210, 4P'/|4 II 

11. 

tfft 4HNI3 H4 4 

1/4 41 THl41 4)1^4 

06/04/2009 

10,000 

218, 41-^4 II 

R?1 IM*1 

12. 

44HK 44 4 

1/441 THIiflTl^d 

09/04/2009 

10,000 

219, WTOJW II 

ftWTTW 

13. 

4 4 N1 < 44 4 

t/441 T4l4l4il^4 

16/04/2009 

10,000 

220, 41^4 II 

14 51144 

14. 

4Pit 44 he 44 4 

1/441 THl414)1^4 

21/04/2009 

20,000 

221, 41^4 II 

14 51IH4 

15. 

5Pt 44N1 < 44 4 

1/441 =M l4l4)IW£ 

23/04/2009 

10,000 

222, WFfR II 

14 51144 


30. WTWfW % P/TO# TO W7T WISW TO TOTOlTOr i%TOTTOT TOR TOT PT Wf WPTT11% ftfftlft WET sftwftw 

41 R-M 1 tow # snmfSt (ftwww, iw, toto tott wfw fftft) wit yf 44 i 41 ^rr to# ftwrww tow% 
w% t totiw tjwwt % ftr wit wro |i towr % thtst sftro&w ft % f%TT toi% £irr wrftfw TOnft % 

TOTOW W 41 Rill WTTOTf 1TOT TJTOW '4HI : -Mi WET ^fiftfift # fTOIW TO WlT wfft WJTOTft pFRT |l 
41414141 WET WTOW -lHll>fl WP.W WE ftfftT TOTOTI WET TOlfft WTO wfWTlft WET TOc[W pMI4d 
tow w %w % ftw we; tpt f^HTWirff to Rwt Phi*/4K toww 

(i) 411ft 1 |[rswW. 1: n'Hm ^WT, Hfftftw $i-*« Pi 14ft, w*ftw/JT : 

ylftl41 % TO WTOT-TOT cTSTT WTOf ftwftw TOW WWT t WEJW 1%WT 11% TOTW 44I4K TOT TOTEI 
WTO 4r TOT WTOWWf TOC TOTO T. 74,992 TO TOW ftwi |l fTftt TpETT if ftfftft ftft TOfW 
TOTft t ft 9Pl4l41 W TOTET W if WWT % TOTOT^TTOt TO T. 80,000 # Tift WTOET # fl ftfrfft 
ft fftft TOTET WTO WET WlftfW ft WfW fWE TOTOT(ft TOTO[-3) WET TOEJW W.80,000/-ft wft 
w wfftrft % toe if 5 ftww wftw wet wwfft |i 

(ii) 4 IR 4 i frsw it. 2: i^^rFr 41R*ii 

9pl4l41 W TOEf WWW-TOT TITO TO PfWTWW TOT WWT if WEpT ftWT | ft TOEf fft^TOTW if WTOTOTf 
to T. 1 ,15,000/- to tow ftro |i toi% wfftiw if, ftftftft ft fTOft^ w&frft | ft wfftrft w 
lft$4dM if ftfftT %TOT ftftft WET WlfftFW ft Trftw WWWW (4^ WTO^-4) TOTT TOfcT 
T.4,93,930 #TrRr% yRdl'D %TOW% 10 ftwt W TOTftcT fl 

(iii) 41 R 4 ii 3: -dRd 4Fft, TOT^tw^T: 

wi%TO^t W 3ITOT ^m-TOT TOT 3pq% S7pj %?it t TOfW ftTO t ft WTOT tRw WPft t 

WTOTOT TO T. 10,000/- TOW ftp; fl TOE^, 414141H ftflT TOTT/ft | ft wftwftl' W wRw WPft # 
TOTO % WTWW TO W. 2,87,900 # Tift TORW 0\ %\ 41414)^ # ftft4 tRw ^p]ft ^7j wiftfW 
wRw TOITOW (ft TO^J-6) WITT WP^W T. 2,87,900/- Tift % wfftrfr % TOW 8 fftt W 

wwftwti 

(iv) 41 Rto ^i>a>« W. 4: »imk«i i TOT^tW^: 

wftwft 4 3TOW ^TWW-TOT WW 3TWW ftwftw TOW WWT W Wf^W Iftj | ft tfft TOWTOT W WIT 
wftr to t. 45,000/- to tow ftwr |i wwft, 41414141 ftqft TOlftt t ft wftwift W tfft WTTOW 
# WWT % WT?R TO T. 13,94,676/- # Tift TORrf # tl 41414141 # fftft tftw TOWTW sTOT 
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mfPfm Pmftm fmr (4tmsm-5) mm mw n. i 3,94,676 PtnRt P yRHifl Pmm 28 Pnf 
fr mrfPn tl tRP 4 OK'd % uRdlfl if n. 13,95,600/- P mm ^idM nT Pt ampT Pm 

nt 4141 41 41 Pt RPtf P 3nfnr nT mm# mm || 

(v) PIRqi m. 5: ft Pt »pq4>: 

yPmfl P spr mrmmr p spr ppmmr mP mm Pm 11% mrn wft ft ft P PPt 
ft wim t tt mri mm pt Pm fi mp if, 41414141 Rftf n^rpft f P rrffmft % #rm 
m ml 2009 P rnrmftn ni4*H me n. 5,00,000/-# nff tto ft |i 41414141 ft Rmf 
yPmfl Pmm mmft ftPmP Pr-fnP mfPffmcmifmrffn t PraP n. 5,00,000/- m 
WdM kmP 9 nf, 2009 ft mft fn m 334395 irm mm ft ft p P win if Pmrn 30 nt, 
2009 Pt w Ptttttt 11 3 M 4 i+d fn fnfmmr 3 #i# 41Rm yi#d Pi 14# nPftmnniff 
Pm wr m Pmr Pi mm iPmr ft ft Pnn mn Rmf P Pro; w np dfdM 4 l it mn t nm 
nrnfm “-np.mim, mwn" Pt mPn Pm wt |i 

xRjqifift Ptr P mp 3rfpnnm % m&nnP fpf%n nmP)Psiq> nf-Pqf ftninm'ff^yhm:- 

31. ufcNifl % Psrm 3Tf^mr 4 nw mr P nnrmm % mfffm ^4 ^rP P 4Pa- if rnimP ft 
mm PR mf 4 mrr P n ft uRMifl f PR n ft mP PR 4 flflflf) RPR if yRHifl P 
ffn^ auftPn nmaff P mfPfn 1> P^rft 4 3pf srrsr-w % m«i m gim nPfci 
Put tjtt wr^rff % w nrp Pn fi anwr # # p, 4t4Ptft mn Pp m nren sm^ 
aipsT/Pnf/mn fidu ##ff#PP, mm4tiPmfimrfmnTrPmft%mr i tt mf nf 4t, 
npci 4tPm mmff mn mrPP 4ti sm:, pddM % man ir nmm P mm PPmft nm 
WrPpn Pm mm mfPn pm |i m% mm p, wr^inf % w Pmf m PPmft mn sr# 
rnm-mr % m«i wi Pm; m f m mnPm #t mP f P P ft #m fm ^rp nf srfPmrft 
mn smP pmmc % iPnrn; amgm Pm 4k 4tf4mr mn rnn wrm P Prm mm Pm w mr 
si^h ff #4 mP f P mfpjm mm 4tfPn m pf nw nwPmT Pt p mm fn mP 
si IP R+d TifPmft P #P-mftsTT P PPtt Pm t P mr np Pm^ snfrPm wi^tP P mr P 
pft 4 m+ 1 41 Pi nrnnft P mnw, mmP Pnfmr mm-mm % Pfmn m Pnfmr P mmn 
Ptflm frmff P Pms Ptf mrfmf nff Pti w 4tPm mnm rnn mw f4p m Pnf/mnPm 
Pt mnm P mrnm mnP P amrnr fr nn;i P-mfPfm wrsm P mfsr P mmr tP 
PPit nft Pm nr mm |i 

32. PPmft P Psm srlP^nm P mP 3 iPRd-d PPmr m Pt 4tm me mP mnm Prmr P nm t P 
;prmmmPnPtrnnPnfmrmPmPnpPm 1 8,92,3531ntPfPPsppm 
Pt 4tm nPrr n25,00,000 it wp - |i w mm mP f P PP rrPmft P sptPn rnn Pm f m 

mr nPr Pt mP rnn rngn 4 it P anmPt n momPn Pm nr mm |i mm, w nP P wrPn 
#t mm wfp PPmff m fP PtPm sp PnffPn PtPm me Ptj; m nr Pt nPr mi 
n28,01,729/-1 ntP PP P nPn Paffkr n25,00,000 Pt 4tm n 3 rf4n ti mP ^RlRd-d, 
nr Pt 4tm mr rrm PP TrPPRpn srfpPmr, 1951 Pt rnn 10 n P n4tn nP P fpr nft mrm 
nm |i fpp mn nt m am 10 n P n4P mm t P? wr mnm mn Pit mm 4 f mfr t mm in 
P nm w Pfit (ntn nPPfPm arfPiPmT, 1951 Pt am 77 rp 78) P m4tn nm PafRn mm P 
nm nfP P mfPn Pm nm f 3 # mP sTfPRmr.nP im 4na P PnPt arm# mrr PP srmmrn t 
m mP mm PPt snranm P Pm; smn nmr m mnPfPm ftft mpm sm:, PnPt srmP P 
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Pkfdi % f^pr dcdTdi# srf%f^srff^rr %rt rt rtort | r# tot Rtro yffPif%cR srfsiff air 1951 # 
mrrff 77 %% 78 to torrr tort f aftr f%f% % to# f^srff^ci tor # retort 7%rt | rt ^r#f, # 

HTdlcv f%TT f%RT, TO PfdlRdl TO TOTTO RT RHR RRJR TO7RT fl 

33. yPHi<£f % P# f^R stPPtort % rt # # 1%rt 1% 4#di gi^# # fro % Riff# ttot to^r 
d^ujdT Rf%R f%R RTSR % % TO#TOT% f RRff% % RTO#R RTSR RpyPTOR 1872 # aiTT 65R(2) 

% RTRHTRf TO ’JTT TOT % TOTTOT f 1%R% RTOT d^llf + PtTOT# TO RTRR TOC% R% R%R R7% TO 
RRTR-RR TORT TORT 3T#%f%R f| RR% #T, RT TO# TORT TOTlPH f 1% RR RTOT 1OR % 3T#R 

ttto RRiPid # rt# | # torr #toiP)+ totrtotr % tot % tip? tort |i rr to#r #um 
-d^|U| FRIR %f. RTRR7TR f#TRTOC Ft TOR % TTIRR TT3R#RTO 2014RR# 3102 % TORdB RI4M4 
STTOT 3## R 3Tf%f#JT#R f%RT wt^t PfMR-HK |:- 

“103. TOTO RT RR i%f%R RR# TO TOR % 771% fir RT 3rf%f%«fpR 11% f#% % RTRR RRT 
7R#T tt% ffrosr PNhdd RR# #*dd # 7JRR f%%RRT% R% RTO| fl Rd#A 324 RPCT RTOR 
f%#RR to#r tot to# #%# to torr RfMtR % tow toc# -diffu f%R# ft rr? rr% % 
MRdldl RRT RlffR R f% TJR R-%%rf ttTR% %| jpr TOFTTOT #%Rf TOC # TO# TORT#, Rf#R f%TOR 
3Tf%RTOTT % TOR#TOW TO R# TOT 3FRTTOT TO% f 3%r TB% TOTO # 3lPTpt%ifTO TOT f%TO | f% 
7TOTO Tt% i%TO3T f%lfrofi TO ^i%f%fcl TO% % P%t, 3rf%f%TOT Tt% 1%TO% % 3TOT TOTTOSTITOt % 7TPT 
Ff^cT TOTI 10T % STsfpr, TOTOT 1%%TTOT 3TPTOT 1%%f ?Tl%%t % TO^T, TO 3lf%l%srff%7r TOC i%TO 
TORT TOTftrr 1% pH'Nd TOFTR, Pdldd TOTO TO4fTO TOTO, TrfT, TT% dFdR+ TOTO 7TTOT %% o^T %t 

TOf%1%TOr # f%yfftro Tfhrr % toto %, tow % to^totot % ttptto % 7tH%1%to srsttstt % tojtorr 
% TOTOT TO ^i%1%R TOC% anro^TO TOTTO THlPtd TOR % f%TT arTTlOR % TOSflR TO%%cT ^rf%%t 
TO TOpJTTO TORT tl 

111. f’Rt ^f%1%R ^TOR %, Rf% TOTTOTTO % TM TlTd ^R TOR TORI f%#TOTi % *pRT RTOTr 7717% 
t TO TO TOCTOCK 77TTO TOT^TOT | f% TOR TOTTOTOR TORT TOT TORTR % RTO 3rf%f%?rfPR Pdidd 
3TT7%R TO f%%R f% TORT 10TO f%TORR 3TT7fR TO 3T%1%TO ?t 1%TO RTO TOf%TO7T % TRrf^R TOC%t | 
1%7T% TO 3Tflrf%RTr % 3TS%R i%yf%R R%% RTO RTO 3Rf%R %f% % PdlRd TOR TO %Rf TO RT^R 
TOR % 3T7TTOR 7TR % RRR % TOCRT # TOR TO RTO, % Rld-Hdd f #C fR TOTR TORR ^R 

TO f%7% RTOR" TO TOTOT R%f TOR fl” 

TOT RR TOTRli%TOR % 7TRST 3T%TOlPl+ TOTRlf^Rf % RR#T TTTaR 3Tf%t%RR, 1872 # dd^d-ddl 
TO RRR t, RT7R 7TR RTOT %T.3IR.RRf, 1958 TJRTftRR- 499 % RR% % RRR % RR7%R TORRR 
7RTRTRRRRT RnPll^d ^TtoTT#TO %T:- 

“3TR 1%:7T7%R TO TOR % 1% Mpldl^l RRT TO# 7TTS% TO TOSR, TO5R 3rf%1%RtT % f%aff%T R%% 
% 7f%f f%7[T RTO RT; RTTO^l srfslPldB 3Tf%TOCRRRT TIRlPld TORT TO TOR R%t % TOR R R iPlR 
TO#% RTI #f% TOSR R7%t 11% %% 3Tf%TOrnfr # TOR RRlPld TOR % %f%% ttfr % i%Rtfr TO 
RTRR TORT Rli^n;, 7fTO R# R %TO TOC% f, TOTTO #%R TOT 3RTOT TO %d1cfi %% % TORTRI# 
t# t # 3TTO7R ^ Rt Rf%RT TOT RTOT # R%f «% %7% TOTRTRR % RPJ ft# fl TOT Rf^d ^ ^ 
IP °4IMR R7n% % TOTR % #RT, TO #T RRT | # #rf# RTR % f%W % RRpTO | 

f% RRT RST % TOR R# Tj%f%R TOSR i%R TO TO #?RTR TORT f, TO7%W TOTR TO 3TRTO 3TR?R flRT 
R iff M, f% Rf%R# % 7TTSR TOT# TOTf%Rf% % %% RTff%, RRT RT f% TOT TOT RR RTOT R#f%R TR5% 
# ypfdPaR TO RR7TO RRT Riff M., RRT RR ^ # ^TT ^ RPTf%RT TO RI% % RR RTO# RR 
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rt 3R7R Pr; Prt ■hihRP rt ttP Prrs Ptrtr Rff Prt rtrt riPri rP ?r Prrt rt 

HW pRT R Id I f cTT sTT 3TTRTT RT Pm £>p? *ifi # \j|p RIpR P TTTST^T PR % pH' RTSR 

3tPPrrPP fpr itPri rtrrP" R3^r.!U| Rff Prt rrt rti” 

’Jp P, RpTRp RTRR pFR fpfpp RRTR 3 R 5 RR, 3RRRT, RpTR RRTR, TT3wf3RT 1955 7?p 
65 % RTRp P, 3-RdR ^RTRRR RTTT RR P^ufl # R# f P 3pR|pp srfpRTR TR HIRlTl RT 
RRR RTp % STpRTp f P P PftP -RIRMRI P #pK Rff Pr; RT RRP f RRfP R TTTS^ RT 
dRpp Rip P RTR Rp fir Rff p| Pf WT# PlPl RldPld 3-RdR -4I4M4 gTTT^RRTR 
dip 2 RTRp Pi Rid RRPT ^ Tj=rP TFRp RT>p PllPdd, RRRfRlT 1957 RTp 232 % RTRp 
P # R# Pfl ddRld RTRp P RRfP strtr RRT R^RI-Pt Rr.IR % PrtP RM-fP d-RdH 
-4I4M4 sIFT 3pP R^I'R RRPT RT. RTRRTTR pRFIRTT Tp 3T?R, R;3Rf3TrT 2014 TTRpf 

31 02 (rtrt), P srfPPsfpR Prt f, rtsr stRRrr % w Prr rpj Rff ffPi rtsr PR- % 
pRR RTRRpff RTRR P PnT Tp pfpT f RRr rP RRRT Rlpf P 3 TTJRTRR Prt RTF rfr % 
r^-riRr. 3iRR,vun PrttP-sP rtPV fpR rttP f i srPiu PiPr, rrPrrtPrPrtrirt t Pi 
RTTpR RTSR STppRET, 1872 RT RRR 3|^HH 314-41 PP pRRR Pf RTpRRFff P STpRTR Rff f 
sfnc RRpriT R[7T 65w % 31-tfp- PRr^i rPirt R#RR RRpRrpRT P 3RRIR RT RISRRRp Rp fFPl 
RTSR % RR R RRCfRC RpR PrT/RTrPrT P" 3Rpp7pRT % Rp R UPdlli % Rp R Rip RpR 
Rff | 3ftT SRppR pTRI RTRT |l RR RRRT Rf Pwf PRRRT RT RR7RT | P RpRTR RTRR R 
Rfp-Tfr # 3IRR7TRT PlR RRR % pRT RRR R r! RRTR ft 3RR5RRRT R# | RP RRT5RRT# RT 
3TTf&RR RRR p R[R RpPf&rR Slf&pRR, 1951# RRT 10RI % RTRSIRt # RPJ RRR t RRFR 

34. RpRpt % PsTTR STptRRRT R RRTfr R Rp%R RT¥RT # #pTRdT (# R^-3 R 7 RRI) # # RR 
3TRR RT ^Rpft fl | P 41Pdl RTRRI RT RPPpRR RTR RlP RTPfR RRrfi # tRpfRT RTRRTft 
R# f 4RfPl R#P 1JR RR P PRTRRt # RR R# pRT | 3pr ^P|i) rr# rPr^RTR STRRpf #1 
pRT RRI cP Rf RT P “pTpRI IRTR % P4l-dl % Spp RpRlP % 3TpRTTt RT RRRRR f3TI RTI 
RTRIRR 1JRRR RRTR" RpRRT, %#R RrRIRRl &FR, RRrfRTT 1968 Pthtr 174 % RIRR R RIR#R 
RTTRTRT R5R RTRTRR1 PfRplpR pR# # |:- 

“3RR p, RrftpR oRp P 3RTIR # R#P % Rp P RTRRTp ft# RTpT; RRT 3TRR 

RTRp P Rp P RpT RT 3TRRT P pRT RIRT RTpRI Rp PP ^rftP % pR4 RI^R RT pRT# 
RT PP RRTT RT P^RIR pRT RIRT t RR, RT RTSR RT pRR# R^RRI, pTRp Tp STTRfRRT % 
PiR TR% RTRp 3TR9R RUT RIRT RIpRi PlPP -RIR 3pSR RTRT tPP sfrRRTpR Rfp # 
Rp RpRT ftP RTpRl afpRrfp Rp R#SR RpRRRR -RIR f I RT RTSR % PrP RFTT 
RRTpR fP fl RT -RTRTRRf RT 7JRR | RRT %PP -RTR RT fpRT Rff f RpR PpR p 
RlPpR) -RIR RT pFRT tl PP #fP 3TpRITR RT RRR RR RlPrR RRJ RT RRp | P Tp 
PP RRTT # RR 7JRRT RT RdPlI Rp RTp RTfpT RR RR % p RR# RR RST % RIRR Rp 
Wl pR% f%RTR P RRpR pRT RTRT | P" P RRRT TRpRTR P R pir TR^Rd" 3TRRT 

PtriPri” 

RTp srPpRR, PpRTR RRRRR RpR PfpR RRTR 3RRRT, 3RJRR, 2007 293 3RTp3TT 656 RRT., 
% RTRR % RTRp R ^RTTIRTR R5R -4I4H4 R PP pRT P Rf Pr RRT f P RfP RRlff % RRTR 
Rp P 3TpRTR P RRST fPP RR fpR RR R RRT 3pRR Pt TR% pRTR TRpR # Rp RTp 
PPRT RTpRTp RTTT TTRpR # R# RIRp RT RtfRR Rp RRT Pt TRR RT TRpRTT P % fpn; 
3TRRT pRT RRT RT P PPlR -RIR P IP 41 P RT 3RJRTTR pRT RRT RTI RpTR RTRp P PpRT 
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rtr# f tit rri# # rrtr# # rtrrt # yniRid Tit f f#r rtrt rrt ri rrt rr 

5ff#TT # Icv-dM % f#r RRTff # cidiftR 4MR.|-f| ffR TT ## 3frf#R dff || 

an<T>-*i f : 

1: (i) rrt rtr# # #r # #TTRRT3Tf # rrtr rt dtf di<0 f ff#RR # rrr rr# f f%p; 

SI^HHR f 3EJHTT #R/d4HK rr/R ^imr/R^ Nif Rd#RTffR R?nm #1 ## 
WTT/HtlNK R# 3ffr s#+d(PlR 4)Rdl if RsINdl # RdRld Rf#RT f #TTR 
Wlf^RT/y-HlRd ffRT RRT RT? 

35. R#TRR, RTT -H4HK R# if RRTRR, Pldf-dd 3p#f (31 RT#, 2009 if 23 3#R, 2009) % #TTR 
RRRftlR ffrr rtt R # RRRTR if 23 f#T R#f R 3JR RTR RRRTR ffRR 23 3#R, 2009 RR Riff TR# 
#1 ftf#R Riff# if RRTR WT f 5 WRTR, df# RT# if 9 RRTRR ##RTR RTRT if 6 RRTRR 3TtT 
##7 RFTIW if 28 RRTHR if # fR f#TIRT 48 TOR f I 48 RRTRTT R# if R TrftRT# R RRR 
P)d?Rd RRf if %RR 14 RTTH# RT #3T ffRT f, RRff RI# RR 34 RRTRTT RRRR% RTTT R%if dff 
f# RTT fl 48 RRTRTT R# RT RRR RPR #T if RR iffd RTRT f ff R RR 2009 f #RfR# if 
RffRT# ft RTRf^RT RT RR#T RTR f R#R if RRTffR f%rr tjtt %| 

36. R#, RRTRT# # ffRR-RR[ RT T#R RTR 3EJRTR if RTR# # Wlff ft RRTRT RTRT |l 3rffRRT 

RRTR# if RTR# f ## ttr ftdlRd R#R (%#) ftp; RT f| RRRR RT# RRTRTT RTR# R 2006 if 
3TTT# RT ^sdR# RR# RTT RRR if RRT 2008 RR RRR RRT 1%R RR ftRTR RT^RRIRT RP r RRR if 
RRRT Rf%f^f&rR R RRR RTRT RP r if aftr 3lf&R RRR R^R RTR Rf ftRTRT RRT |l RRTRTT RRT 

if RrRff, RR# Riff ffRT #RT 3# 3RR R#RT IHJRf sTTR Rifled RRTT-3TfirRTR 3# RRTT-3TftlRTR 
R R# fflRTR RT RRTRT f#R RRT |l RRTRTTf if RR«ff gRTT ffdNd #RR # ff#[RRT # # 
Ri#RRP3ff ft RR fl RRTRTTf # sfff ff%Rt RR ‘fT RTR RT RTR, RT RT fl R&IRTR: R^ RIRT’, ‘3TR# 
RRRftRRT R RR RT RlR RTR t| RTR’, ‘RRRTRRTfirRf # R#fR RT Wt. Rdf #RT’, ‘RR fflff RT 7# | 
RfRT # fNt # RTT’, ‘fflff ft 3RRTRRT ffR d|f, f^RTR RRTTT RRRR %\ RTRT’, ‘RTRT ffftpr RTOR 
f%RTR ff RRT: R^ RfRT’, RRlff if RR RTRifTT R«T?ff R TR if RrRsff R iRR Rd RR R f%R RdRIdTSR 
f RTRfT spffR ff Rf ff | 

RRffrr, RR ^PR TR if ffe RTdT 11% 3TRRST R if Rdf#! RRTRTT RTR# RTTT RT Rdff #T R RRTffd" 
ffR RTT R dlff RR# RRTRRTTf RRlf RT RR RT RRR ftdfRR # frf#T ffRT RT RR 3# R#TR 
RTRfR RT RRRT RIRRT RRTRTI ffRTRR RRRT 1 RT RRTRTT RTRT f#R RTRT | 3# RTR# R fRRR 
RTf# f3R RgTTRT RTRT tl 

Rdl^+ 2 (ii) RRT R# RT ff# R# RR(ff) R RRT?TR/RRTT 1 R, ##% RRT ffRTRR R. 1 if R#tW 
ffRT RRT I, RT f3R oTjR Tpq-gff -qj ffcRRR T#T gRTT RT RTR# RT RRR ffdTRR R# # ffR#Tf 

RPR# RT RTRRT# f RTR RRRR/slflpjR ffRT RRT RT ? 

37. RTR# R 3TR# RffRffSR if RTR-RTR RR if T#RTT ffRT t ff TR i# R# TRR RRT^TRf # RIRRlff 
# # ffdfdd 3TR% R RTTTR TRR RST if RRT%R f#r Rir f 3# T## RR # RTRT | ff TRR RTTT 
ffdfRR if R#f RT RTR if #ffRT RTTRI R f#RR #f Rif dll R# # R# I T#fR rff ffRT ff R#R# 
TTR##R RR# 3# WRR RlffRT R TRR ifRR Rff#ffd srftrRIR ^JR ffRT RT i#RR R f$IRTT # 
RRI RRTRRf # RTRRT# #R 3# Rftffgff RRff # HRR RlffRI gRTT RRRR ffR RTR RT STRERR 
RRIR R RTRRR, R#TR PldlRdt R RTR # Rdf ffRR #f RlfRTf Rff #1 RRR 3TRTRT, f.R.R.#. # 
ffflR # #f#TT TTTTRf gTTT 3### RT TFRR RTRTR#/ff#/T##/ft#R 3R#R i=jtj trtr RR r 
R jff ff# f I RRTR# f Rff RTR# RTTT RSltf RR RRTTftT 3# RR RRTrfsT, f#TRT ##RT RTR# gRTT 
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RTF gTTTT RFJF ffft 4 FTFT f^TT w|f #F FT# 3TFT TTI RTT RTT FTffF Rf 4 # ffFR #f 1% 
41Q-M i ttr4 fttt ftftt ftftff f#RT ffryFT $d<lfd f i rttf fff ^ Ff 14 ft ff ffF ### 4 
ftfi#f f»t ffrr f rt ft Fffrrr Fff f#FT ft ffft wfi% r| ftf## ft ft# rRhm FM-tT-Cl 

F# ft I 

38. 41 If ill TTRF FTTT FST f%TT RT RFF Rprff FT FTF Ff fl ## F RTF, Tsf^Tf FT# 1# 

TfFOT FFTSJF 4 RT ## F Fit RF# FTTT f#F Tyrr tt^F T^ldM ft #T^d T#F # RTRR FTlf f 
FT RTF FTF 4 fFTT 1 %tt ttit || f#f RTF FTTT Iff RT FFF 7JFFT# FT FT#F RT FT# FR## % 
F# Ft# FTR # RRIF F# f#FT FT I 41#4I FW1 FTTT RUTF# F f#F T^ldM FT TTfF FTrJFl RF# 
FTTT srfffF 1%rr Ft ffe FRIT fl RTF 3RTTFT, FW FIT FFT ff TFT# FT#-3, Ff#TF frflTlJF f 
# f##F/##F fFTT f#RT 4. FRF FT# F^R 41#4I FTFFF ff. (#3FfRT-^64200RTTFF 
2008414141184323) F## f ft f#FFF (#3FfrTF-6470) 4 f#f# FFTTT ##FT ## 4 rF FT 5 
FRF F. FT #F ^Idld f#FT FT I RT FR, RTFT FT FTFT ^J# FR FFFRfT ft FTFT f f# RTFT RF# 
fl FTF ftf Ifrfld T#RRTT F# | F#ff Riff TpTFTF 4 ff^FT Tft f|# 3# FT# RF# F RT F# 
FT # F#T Fff RTF ft FTFT f 1% RTF TTflTT tf#FT fl# FTFF FT FTF HTdld F# IfFT fl 
FF##, FTFR f#Ffr FTFTf f%RFT ffdITIF TT. 1 if FFT-FpHpsId FTTF#FTffrff FF (FFT) 
F FFTSR/FTTTTF if FF RF# FT RT% ffdlFd FRT FTTT FT RF# FT RTF Pldldd TtRT ff ffF#R 
TRFl% FT 4M4I-0 TT f%Tft sTTTT RTFF/3TfffF ffR FTT Fl RF# ft TTdPlf^d RffFTT TTTFF 
FFT 3TTF f RTF 41 ff d I TTRTt if if f%#t F 4t fTFTSTT F# f 3IF RTffTT, Rf RT FR F RTPFTFRF 
Fff IfFT FT TTFFT 1% f44l F ff RTF FTTr 3|f&^F FFT^R Fl ffFTTTF TT. 2, FRJTTTT, RF# F ffRF 
TTTffFTFT TT' Ml FTFTfl 

ffFRIF 3 I FFT ffFTTTF TT. 2 if FFT-dP^f^d f4t FF (FFT) F FFT^R FT FFTTF FT TFT FF RF# F 
Rdldd FF FRFF ^TTffrr f%FTFFT FT ? 

39. ffdNd FF FT FT FRT ft FR# FTTT FTfF f%FT FFT f, RTF RRffffF T# 41R-FI FT RTFF 
6,90,430 T. # RTTTfs'T T#F#R f| RT RFlfsT if if, RRFF 6 41Rdl TTRTf (4 TTFPFTT FT T# 2 
#.#. #RT) FTTT FFT?T#/RTTTF TT TR#FT 15 FTRFTt F FTRF F fr# 2,59,992 T. FT ffriR FFFT 
fl 4,30,438 T. ft fF RTTTfs'T i# 3TR R# Tf Ttff&F f ft TfFffffF FF Iff 41 If 41 FT RTFF ft 
Ff f I RF# F f#R 3rffFf#T RTTl1% 3# RF# TTTT Pldldd RF % FFF FR if RfF RTTtRt 4 
IdHptffd wf: 

i) FFR WFT if FFTSTFT 4 TRf#T RF^F RTTTffr 4 5,008 T. FT 3TFT FTFT FFT f I RTFF RTTTiFT 
80,000 T. f 3TfT RF# RTT T#fF RTTtRt 74,992 T. f | 

ii) #4 f FT# 4 FFTST# 4 TRf4F R^ RTTTi% 4 2,86,900 T FT 3TFT FTFT FFT f I ## FT# 
FTTT ffrr RTTTff FT FRT 1%FT FFT f, FT 2,87,900 T. f 3# FR# TTTT T#fF RTTTfsT fff 
10,000 T. fl 

iii) RF# 411441 RT# ff. 4 FFTST# 4 4ff%F R^F RTTtRt 4 3,78,930 T. FT 3RT FTFT FFT f I 
RF# 411441 TTTT FFT-RTRR FTlf F# FFTT#! 4,93,930 T. affT RF# sTITT #tfF HFTTff 
1,15,000 t. f| 

iv) #4f FTFTW 4 FFT9T# 4 4ff#T RfF STFTTff 4 1 3,49,676 T. FT stft FTFT FFT f I ##f # 
Ff FFTtRt 1 3,94,676 F. 3#T RF# sTITT T#TTT FFTtRT 45,000 F. f | 
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(v) RRff f R1TTTT ft.ft. TO 5,00,000 R. TO ^IdM ffr ft TTR 1 |ft RTO TOT ft | Rf 
TTTORR RRff RPft-3, ft ffR[R/ftRtR fRTT ffn=^T, ft RRff f ftTR fitT f, RITT TOTff TtR# 
t. R7TR TOEt RTO f^4l 9lsRift., PlTRI fftfTI =T* 1 -M T H -M *£R#, TRITOi if TORfiRR t, f RET 
RTRRftR#ftl 

(vi) RRff R TsfRTT fdTOI^TO f RTR if fffR TTTRT R. 195 % RTSTR R fftft ft 15,000 R TO 
^1-iM ffirRif TT RTTT ffTT |l 

40. RRff ritt Erf ffrfRR tor f ifrr ?ffRir ft r# ttRt ft tirrt if ftftrT fiEifR ret etrto rtpt 
RT fft/Tffff f RETR if Ifrr RE oRR ft Tiff if RT§+d TORT l^dsUR Rf FR TOT it filTO TORT | 
ff Troff r to^r n %’ f srjre wf^n/y-HiRd ffroTTEf TORiff tt Erf iott tore tt Erfff e toto 
TOE ft Rlffr Rff ffTT |l TOE:, Tf ffe ft ETRT f ff ffERTO WTT 2 TT RTT-EftTftE Eft RR(Rf) 
f tree tt ttoee tt ff tor ft Troff f fffhiE tor f ft if RiffR Rff ffrT rrt rti eejre, 
ffnw RW 3 TT TORT ffTT TORT fl 

R=II3+ 4: TRT TORff, RR fffhE TOR RlffR R TT%, ffff f TOftR TT TOTf RTTT TOff&E Rftf R fffRE 
TOR f TOTE ft RlftE TOR f TORTOT TfT f ? 

41. Rf TOEfT ff TTOff E TORT ffrfEE TOR f E# tt TORT Rft TOTR f, TOTT RRf ffE RR ffRTEff if 
RffR TOT R fitR ft RTO %\ TOT^TR RRf f TOUPEE TORTOT TTOE if RE TORSI TOftR ffETE 
09/04/2009 ft R# f ffRf TOEff R TOTR TST R RtT TORE f ftf TOTRT f REST TOR 3rf[R ft fI 
TOEff R TOT TOTST TOftR f ffE R. 45,000/-(RR-l R TTTRT RTOT 37) TO TOR HdN4 ffTT f I EEff 
tffR TOTTR EfRfTT Rfft TOTT TRpT iff RR TORTTTO TO Tf TftR ftRT | ff T. 1,51,200/-ft Tiff 
TO f%R (R.fR 09040047) cfTTT ffTT TRT RT f%Rf ffro TrRff TOTT 5600/- TTR TO fffr RTT Rift 
ffTT RTT 3TTT ffR f RRR f 1,45,600/- TTR (^TRTR TOftT RTOT 09040032) TO RRR TjTdM ffTT 
RRTI RftR f TORff TO TOTT RTO TOTRT ffrfRR RfftR fft ft f I TORff TOTT TORT RTTR RR RRT f 

frro tot RftR f rrr r ft tor r 1,00,600/ ttr to tott tort tr r fro rt rtoit fi tr srftro 

TORff ft RTTO RRRff TOTT TRTfflR ft R# f RRfff TOTf TOTR ffrTRR TOR R TOTf RRR R TOR 
RTOTTOg' ffTT fl TORff TOTT TOftR ft TTfffR TOR f RRR R TOftR TO ^R TTT Rft RSTR |T RT RRT 
RT fdHptfPd TORRF %\ 

RRftR f ^RT, Rfs TTf ^RfR TOftRRTT Rif R^ f)gl ft WR TT did RRTRT RTft 
RRf f ffrft RRTf ” 

42. TORff f ffR^[ TTRW RTT# R# ffrTRR TOR ft Tiff TOTO TOTR R% if TORff TOTT fRT-RtRT ff R# 
Tiff f TOrfw ffrirff tr totto tr r Tffr 3frr TrffR Rrft t ff Rroff tott rrt rtttt rtt 

PH?Rd TOR TO RRT TORTO 3frr ffTOT TTI TOR:, Tf^TOTRTOTR TR Ifs ff RTRT f 1% TOR*ff Ifff f 
TOffR TT TOTf TOTT TOffitR ftff R ffrfRR TOR TO TOTRT RRT dlPsM TOR if TORRR TRT fl TOR:, 
IfTTWR TOTT 4 TO RTTR TORff f ffRS IfTT RTRT fl 

ffRTTOR TOT 5 : RTT TOTOff f TTR ffff f TOftR TT TOTf RTTT TOff%R ftff R fffTRR TOR f TOTR f% Rlf%R 
RTR if TRR TORRRRT f ffR ftf fffcR TT Rjf%R TOTR TT? 

TOTOff ft fflfRRf TO RRTRR IfTR, 1961 f ffTR 89(5) f TOftR TRfRT TOfT Ri%R TORRT ffr tjtt rnff RR 
ffrfRR TOR f Rft TOfT RTOpFR ft RlltR TOR if TORRR TOR f ftR TOTRT ftf TOTR TT TOff%TO TO TOTR 
RRTRfl TRJ, RR IfTTR 22 RRRft, 2011 f TOTR TRTTOt RtffR f ftR TOTR 18^RTf, 2014 f TOffr RRIR if 
RRtRRRR TOTR TT TO^ftTOCR RR f TORRR TOT ff TR Ifff RTTT TOf(%R ffff if TOR f Rt RlftR RRf R# 
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TOC TTOI TOT7 SlRR+d, TT 4 )RtI TO#T TOTT CFJT #7 ijit Tnwi 7 ## t #7 TTT 7# % TOTTI TOT 
TO TOT# TOT7 TOTT 3777 f##H TOT 7 3TTOT TOT TO^T 7T % 7TTT #T#TT TO TO# t#TI 3171:, 
#7T3T7 TOTOT 5 TO 3773 TOT# % #7^ #TT TOTT |l 

Rdl^+ liw 6: TOT TTO# #7 7###r7 3T##T7, 1951# STITT 77 3# 78 % TOT 7#7 HTT1 107 % 

srsf# f^rofroro 377 # tott #rffr f# to to# t? 

STjf# ##77 #777 # TITO TO TfIT TOT fl TOTOT-41R-MI ##7 TTOT 3#m7 % TOT TOT # 3TTO# TOff 
7 ##17 77 7 # 3T5TOT # 7TO# TOT 7 STTOft 7F ?J#J7 TOC TO# fl 3T##17 TOPTTTO, 3TTO# # 37fWT 
TO ##T #7 t 7ST7 fFf % TOiTF #T 3TTO# TOTT TTITr 77; TO #T# TO 77#T 7 TOT 7 ‘7TTOTO# 7TO7’ % 

terror ft tot f i 77 to: #t# f> # toititt tot t#f> % tt#t it #P# i%r tot f 3 # <*1137 

##77 3TTTTT TO TO77, #77 3# 7TT7# ##7# % 77TTOT % #pr #%7 ##71# TO 3TTT#7 TOTT fl 
## TO SpjTITT 737 TFT #77713 3TTO## # TO>JT TO TTOTT TOT 3# ##77T TO #f7 TOT % s^T 
## TOTT 777 TO 7TTO #7T#7T3Tr % fi# #7ff%7 f# 7 f%F tt^ FTO 7# TOT #T1 TOTT 7T#7I 

st:, 3u#t to tot ^#7#7 77 | #7 tot tot si#r###7 tott | # tot# # t^; #tt # #7 yQRBrr 

3T##77 1951 # TOTT 107 7 3J#7 #3## ##7 TO #7T TOTT 7##! 7TOJ7T3, ##77 3TTOT L)d£KI 
TO; TOTOTO TOTT t # # 7^ TOTT TO ## TOTT 3##7 ft# 7 ##77 TOT % 37# ## TTf%T TOT TT 3FTTOT 
T# #7 ## 3FPTTTT % TT% TOT TOT# 3frf#TO TT T5#T TOTT T TOT T TOTT 3# T# T###TO 
3T##TfT, 1951# TOTT 77 3TTT 78 % TOT T#T TOTT 1 07 7 sr#T TOT 3TTT?T # TT#! T #T T# 7 fi# 
#Tf#T ft#T f#TT TOTT |l 

(# 3TT. 1 ft.TfTT) (# it. 7. TO#) 

#TfTT3IT^TT ^TT #TtTT 3TT^7T 

TTOT : Tf #roft 
#Ti7: 27.09.2017 

[T. 76/TOTWT-TO.T./10/2010/ffror] 
TT. 7. TO#, 1JTT #TfTT STT^TT 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 27th September, 2017 

In re: Account of election expenses of Mr. Madhu Koda, returned candidate from 10-Singhbhum Parliamentary 
Constituency, Jharkhand at the General Election to the Lok Sabha, 2009-Scrutiny of account under 
Section 10A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. 


O.N. 63. —This case arises out of the news report published in Economic Times on 27 th Sep 
2010 against Shri Madhu Koda regarding huge expenses having been incurred by him in General Election to the Lok 
Sabha in 2009. A report dated 5 th August 2010 was also submitted by District Election Officer, Chaibasa, Jharkhand in 
which it was stated that Shri Madhu Koda, the returned candidate from 10-Singhbhum Parliamentary Constituency, 
Jharkhand at the General Election to the Lok Sabha, 2009, had not submitted the account of his election expenses in the 
manner required by law under Section 10A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. The case also relates to an 
investigation by the Income Tax Department against Shri Madhu Koda in which, a huge election campaign expense was 
revealed to have been incurred by him, which was beyond the permissible limit under the law. This order of the Election 
Commission hereby decides the question, as to whether Shri Madhu Koda (hereafter. Respondent) is subject to 
disqualification under Section 10A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, for not lodging the account of his 
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election expenses in the manner provided under Section 77 and Section 78 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 
(hereafter, “RP Act, 1951") and Rules 86-89 of the Conduct of Elections Rules, 1961 (hereafter, “CER, 1961”). 

FACTUAL MATRIX 

1. The Respondent was declared elected on 16 th May 2009 from 10-Singhbhum Parliamentary Constituency, 
Jharkhand in the general election to the Lok Sabha in 2009. A report was submitted by District Election 
Officer,Chaibasa, Jharkhand (hereafter, “ DEO ”) before the Election Commission of India (hereafter, “the 
Commission') under Rule 89 (1) of the CER, 1961 on 14 lh July 2009 stating that the Respondent submitted his 
account of election expenses with the DEO on I s1 June 2009 i.e. within the time prescribed under law and had 
submitted both Register and the Vouchers. The Respondent had submitted a total expenditure of Rs. 18, 92,353, as 
stated in the report. Thereafter, a letter was sent by the Commission to the DEO on 4 th June 2010, stating that the 
report dated 14 th July 2009, sent to the Commission was not in the prescribed format and it should be properly 
filed.Pursuant to letter, dated 4 th June 2010, a report was re-submitted by the DEO on 5 th August 2010 under Rule 
89, of CER, 1961 stating as follows: 

(i) Respondent submitted his account of election expenses with the DEO on 01.06.2009 (within time). 

(ii) Respondent submitted the account within time but not in the manner provided in the R. P Act 1951 and 
CER, 1961. 

(iii) Total expenditure incurred according to Respondent is Rs.18, 92,353. 

(iv) The Respondent has not submitted any supporting voucher against which the expenditure was incurred. 

2. A news report was published in Economic Times on 27 th Sep. 2010 against the Respondent in which the following 
was mentioned: 

(i) An investigation by Income Tax Department (hereafter, ‘IT Department’) has revealed that the Respondent 
has filed a false declaration with the DEO stating an expenditure figure of Rs. 18.92 lakhs while he has spent 
Rs. 9.32 crores on his election campaign in general election to the Lok Sabha in 2009. 

(ii) IT officials further stated that the information revealed by six media houses shows that the advertisement 
expenditure alone stood at Rs. 28 lakhs as against Rs. 2.24 lakhs as shown by Respondent. 

3. The Commission decided to take action in the matter on the basis of the news report and subsequently, a letter dated 
29 th Sep 2010, was sent by the Commission to the Chairman of Central Board of Direct Taxes (hereafter, ‘CBDT’), 
along with the copy of the news report. A request was made to the CBDT therein to submit a report, along with the 
gathered evidence, for further action in the matter to be taken by the Commission. 

4. Pursuant to the report of DEO dated 5 th August 2010, the Commission issued a show cause notice to the 
Respondent under Rule 89 (5) of CER, 1961, which stated as follows: 

“Whereas, after considering the report of the District Election officer, West Singhbhum, Chaibasa, Jharkhand, 
the Election Commission has noted that Shri MaclhuKoda, contesting candidate in the General Election to the 
House of the People, 2009, from lO-Singhblmm(ST) Parliamentary Constituency of Jharkhand has failed to 
lodge his account of election expenses in the manner required by law, because of the following reasons:- 

(i) Supporting vouchers against which the Expenditure incurred have not been submitted. 

Now, therefore, under sub-rule (5) of rule 89 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961, the Election Commission 
herby gives notice to Shri Madhu Kocla to show-cause why he should not be disqualified for his failure to lodge 
a proper account. His representations, in writing, giving detailed reasons for the default, should reach the 
office of the Commission within 20 days from the date of receipt of this notice. He should at the same time, 
forward to the above said District Election Officer, West Singhbhum, Chaibasa, Jharkhand a copy of his 
representation and rectify the said defects in his accounts. In case, he fails to do so within the time stipulated 
above, he will be liable without any further reference to him in the matter, to be disqualified under Section 10A 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, for being chosen as and for being, a member of either House of 
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of State for a period of three years from the 
date of the order of the Commission declaring him to be so disqualified. 

(Extracts of Section 10A, 77 and 78 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and of Rules 86 and 89 of the 
Conduct of Election Rules, 1961 are enclosed.) 

Given under the seal of the Election Commission of India on the day of7 ,h October, 2010. ” 

5. Thereafter, another report dated 8 th Oct 2010 was submitted before the Commission by DEO stating that the 
Respondent submitted the account within time and in the manner provided in the R.P Act, 1951 and CER, 1961. 

6. Subsequently, on 8 th Oct 2010, CBDT also forwarded a copy of the report furnished by Director General of Income 
Tax (Inv.) Patna in the Respondent’s case in respect of election expenses allegedly incurred beyond the permissible 
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limits laid down in the R.P Act, 1951 to the Commission. The report alleged the total expenditure incurred by the 
Respondent on electronic and print media as Rs. 28, 01,729. It was stated in the report that during post-search 
investigation, the letters were written by the CBDT to different newspapers and channels like ‘Uditvani’ 
(Jamshedpur), ‘Dainik Jagaran' (Chaibasa & Jamshedpur), ‘Hindustan’’ (Jamshedpur), ‘Prabhat Khabar' 
(Jamshedpur), ‘Sahara India TV Network’ (Ranchi), and 'ETV News’ (Ranchi), asking for the promotional 
articles/advertorials published in the newspapers and telecast advertisements programmes shown on the channels for 
the Respondent during the General Election, 2009. These media agencies have submitted the details of expenditure, 
bill amounts along with bill nos., dates of advertisements, rates of advertisements and amount received for the 
advertisements alongwith photocopies of the alleged newspaper advertisement/articles that had been published 
relating to the Respondent herein. 


LIST OF ALLEGED ADVERTISEMENTS/NEWSPAPER ARTICLES: 


s. 

No. 

NEWSPAPER 

DATE 

HEADLINE 

1 . 

Prabhat Khabar 

09/04/2009 

“Singhbhum sansadeeya nirvachan kshetra se yuva, karmath evam 
suyogya umeedvaar Shri Madhu Koda ko kenchi chhap mein button 
dabakar bhari maton se vijayee banayiye” 

2. 

Prabhat Khabar 

22/04/2009 

“Singhbhum hua kenchimay, koda ko jitaane ke liye prakhandon mein 
nikla motorcycle julus” 

3. 

Prabhat Khabar 

21/04/2009 

“Har hath ko kaam, har ghar ho khushhaal: Madhu Koda” 

4. 

Prabhat Khabar 

18/04/2009 

“Singhbhum mein Madhu Koda ki kenchi ko dhaar dene maidaan mein 
utari joba manjhi” 

5. 

Prabhat Khabar 

08/04/2009 

“Kolhan ko chaiye Madhu Koda ki tarah yuva aur sashakt netratva" 

“Mukhyamantri bante hi kolhan ki asha ke anurup Madhu ne kaam kiya” 

“Lok Sabha chunav jeetunga, samarthan UPA ko: Madhu Koda” 


S. 

No. 

NEWSPAPER 

DATE 

HEADLINE 

1 . 

Udit Vani 

09/04/2009 

“Singhbhum sansadeeya kshetra se yuva, karmath evam suyogya umeedvaar 
bhai Madhu Koda ko kenchi chhap mein button dabakar bhari maton se 
vijayee banavein” 

2. 

Udit Vani 

NA 

Apni uplabhdhiyon ke bal par vote maang rahe Koda’ ’ 

3. 

Udit Vani 

19/04/2009 

“Kolhanvasiyon ka sapna pura kiya Madhu Koda ne”“ 

4. 

Udit Vani 

20/04/2009 

“Vikas purush aur jannayak ka sangam” 

“Singhbhum ke sabhi ilako ke vikas ki buniyaad daali” 

Yuvaon evam mahilaon ke role model hain Madhu Koda” 

“Har rang me aasaani se dhal jaate hain Koda” 

“Yuvaon ke liye Koda ne utara yuva express” 

“Turoop ka patta hain Madhu Koda" 

“Mahilaon ko sammohit kar rahi hain Geeta Koda" 

5. 

Udit Vani 

22/04/2009 

“Mere mukaable me koi nahi: Madhu Koda” 

“Koda ke samarthan me mahilaon ne kiya road show” 

6. 

Udit Vani 

22/04/2009 

“Vikas ke khet me Koda ke liye ugegi vote ki fasal” 

“Kolhanvasiyon ki ummeed par khare litre Koda" 

“Singhbhum ka har kshetra vikas path par agrasar hua” 

Aayina bata raha Singhbhum ke vikas ki kahani 

7. 

Udit Vani 

22/04/2009 

“Koda ke prachar ko mila zabardast response” 

“Yuvaon ke liye Koda ne utara yuva express” 

“Charon oor Koda ki kainchi ki hi dhum” 

“Akhada Samiti va royal club ka Madhu Koda ko samarthan" 

8. 

Udit Vani 

22/04/2009 

“Samarthan ki nadiyon se sagar bana Janaadhar” 

“Parshadon ne kiya Kodak a Samarthan” 

9. 

Udit Vani 

23/04/2009 

“Bhari Maton se Jeet ke prati Ashwasth hain purv Mukhyamantri Madhu 
Koda” 

“Madhu Koda ke Samarthan me Jansampark Abhiyaan Chalaya” 
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s. 

No. 

NEWSPAPER 

DATE 

HEADLINE 

1 . 

Hindustan 

21/04/2009 

“Janta ka Pratyashi hun, Mukaable me koi nahi: Koda” 

“Kharkai pul ke liye adityapur me koda ko mil raha samarthan” 

“Koda ki prashasnik kshamta aur ichhashakti ke kayal hain sukhdev” 

"Madhu Koda ke jeetne ke baad bahegi vikas ki ganga: purendra” 

“Nirdaliya pratyashi purv mukhyamantri Madhu Kodak e samarthan 
me unki patni shrimati Geeta Koda ne bhi maidan sambhal liya hai" 

2. 

Hindustan 

06/04/2009 

“Chunavi dangal me utri deviyan, Meera ne Arjun, Aabha ne 
Shailendra aur Geeta ne Madhu Koda ke liye maange vote” 

3. 

Hindustan 

NA 

“Koda ke paksh mein chal rahi leher: Geeta” 

4. 

Hindustan Times 
(English) 

NA 

“Cast your valuable vote in favour of Madhu Koda, the young, 
dedicated and most suitable candidate from Singhbhum 
Parliamentary seat by pressing the button against the symbol of 
‘scissor’ on the EVM.” 

5. 

Hindustan 

NA 

“Uplabdhiyon ke bal par janta ke beech vote maang rahe hain 
Koda” 

6. 

Hindustan 

16/04/2009 

“Tez hoti ja rahi hai Koda ki kenchi ki dhaar” 


S. 

No. 

NEWSPAPER 

DATE 

HEADLINE 

1 . 

Dainik Jagran 

31/03/2009 

“Singhbhum se madhu koda ne bhara namzadgi ka parcha” 

2. 

Dainik Jagran 

01/04/2009 

“kisi ki aalochana theek nahi, vikas humara sankalp hai: Koda” 

3. 

Dainik Jagran 

02/04/2009 

“Saraikela vis par sabhi ki nazar, Koda ki pakad majboot” 

4. 

Dainik Jagran 

03/04/2009 

“Kodak a dawa- mahilaon v yuvaon ka role model hun” 

5. 

Dainik Jagran 

03/04/2009 

“Kodak a dawa- mahilaon v yuvaon ka role model hun” 

6. 

Dainik Jagran 

04/04/2009 

“Koda ko samarthan ki hod” 

7. 

Dainik Jagran 

05/04/2009 

“Geeta ke daure se Kodak e samarthan me Singhbhum me uthne lagi 
leher” 

8. 

Dainik Jagran 

06/04/2009 

“Gavon me umad raha Kodak e samarthan me hujum” 

9. 

Dainik Jagran 

07/04/2009 

“Mauka dijiye bahayenge vikas ki ganga: Madhu Koda” 

10. 

Dainik Jagran 

08/04/2009 

“Dilli bhejein, sarpat daudayenge vikas ki gaadi: Madhu Koda" 

11. 

Dainik Jagran 

08/04/2009 

“Jeetne par pehla agenda hoga mahila swavlamban: Geeta" 

12. 

Dainik Jagran 

09/04/2009 

“Singhbhum Sansadeeya kshetra se yuva, karmath evam suyogya 
umeedvaar bhai Madhu Koda ko Kenchi Chhap par button dabakar 
bhaari maton se vijayee banavein.” 

13. 

Dainik Jagran 

09/04/2009 

“janta ki ichha par hoga Singhbhum ka vikas: Koda” 

14. 

Dainik Jagran 

10/04/2009 

“Kshetra ki tasveer badalne ke liye dein vote: Koda” 

15. 

Dainik Jagran 

11/04/2009 

“Kshetra ki behtari ko lad raha hu nirdaliya: Koda 
"vikas ke liye dein Madhu Koda ko vote: Koda” 

16. 

Dainik Jagran 

12/04/2009 

“Sansad pahuchain vikas ka sapna hoga pura: Koda” 

“Koda ke samarthan me aaye kuch Bhajpa evam Congresi” 

17. 

Dainik Jagran 

13/04/2009 

“kathni aur karni mein nahi milega antar: Koda” 

“ghar ghar ki zarurat hai kainchi: Geeta Koda” 

18. 

Dainik Jagran 

14/04/2009 

"Mauka mila toh kshetra ko modern banaonga” 

“Koda samarthak seekh rahe chunaav prabandhan” 

19. 

Dainik Jagran 

15/04/2009 

“Jeet ka antar badhane mein jutey Koda samarthak” 

“Chunaav fatah ko Koda samarthako ne kiya manthyan” 

20. 

Dainik Jagran 

16/04/2009 

“Koda ne kiya Manoharpur prakhand ka daura” 
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“Koda ke jeetne par hi hoga Singhbhum ka vikaas” 

21. 

Dainik Jagran 

17/04/2009 

"Madhu Kodak a prachaar karne pahunchi Kolkata ki event team” 
"MLA fir CM ab MP bhi banaiye: Madhu Koda” 

22. 

Dainik Jagran 

18/04/2009 

“Koda ne EVM dikha maange vote” 

23. 

Dainik Jagran 

19/04/2009 

“Joba Manjhi v Geeta Koda ne ek saath maange Madhu ke liye vote” 

24. 

Dainik Jagran 

20/04/2009 

“Geeta ne Novamundi v Badajaamda mein ghar-ghar maange vote” 
“Road show kar Koda ne kiya shakti pradarshan” 

‘Madhu Koda yuja express’ne Adityapur-Gamhariya mein machai 
dhum 

25. 

Dainik Jagran 

21/04/2009 

"Mauka diya toh badal denge tasveer: Madhu Koda” 

“Singhbhum ke kayakalp ke liye Madhu Koda ko jitayein: Geeta" 
"Prachaar v jansampark ke maamle mein Koda bhari” 

“Samarthan mein mahilaon ne nikali rally” 

“Samarthakon ke prayaas se badalne lagi Majhgaon ki fiza" 

“Raajad Jiladhyaksh ne chalaya Kodak e paksh mein abhiyaan” 
‘Madhu Koda yuva express’ ne Saraikela mein machayi dhoom 

26. 

Dainik Jagran 

22/04/2009 

“Koda hi kar sakte hain Singhbhum ka vikaas: Purti” 

“Loo par bhi bhari rahi Koda ki rally” 

“Geeta Koda ne Jagannathpur mein ghar-ghar di dastak” 

27. 

Dainik Jagran 

23/04/2009 

“Afwahon se rahein saavdhan, main UPA mein hun aur rahunga: 
Madhu Koda” 

“Singhbhum ko bohot diya Koda ne: Ajay Jha” 

28. 

Dainik Jagran 

23/04/2009 

“Koda ka dawa: Seedhi ladai mujhse” 


7. In pursuance of the report of CBDT, a letter dated 19 th October 2010 was sent by the Commission to DEO, 
Chaibasa, Jharkhand, with a direction to forward scanned copies of all vouchers with respect to the Respondent. 
Also, another letter dated 19 th October 2010, was sent by the Commission to the Director of IT (inv.), Patna, 
directing him to forward scanned copies of the evidence found by IT Dept, withrespect to the Respondent. 

8. Pursuant to show cause notice, dated 7 th Oct 2010, the Respondent filed a reply dated 23 rd Oct 2010, stating as 
follows: 

(i) Account of election expenses was filed duly within time and in manner provided under the law on 1 st June, 
2009, which is evident from DEO’s report dated 14 th July 2009. 

(ii) In first week of October, 2010, the DEO informed the Respondent’s office that the supporting vouchers had 
not been submitted and the same should be submitted by him. 

(iii) The Respondent traced the vouchers in the election expenditure cell which had been misplaced by the 
DEO’s office and the same were provided to the DEO's office on 8 th Oct 2010. 

(iv) DEO’s report dated 8 th October 2010, to the Commission stated that the account filed by Respondent is in 
manner as required by law. 

9. In pursuance of the reply to the show cause notice, sent by the Respondent, the Commission again, sent a notice 
dated 22 nd Jan 2011 to the Respondent under Rule 89 (5), the CER, 1961 which stated as follows: 

“I am directed to refer to Commission's notice No. 76/JHAR-HP/10/2010 dated 7 th October 2010 and the reply 
dated 23 rd October 2010 received from you. 

The Commission is in further receipt of a report from the Income Tax Department mentioning the details of your 
election expenses pertaining to Lok Sabha Election 2009. A copy of the summary by the findings of the Income Tax 
Department is enclosed as per the Annexure ‘A ‘and Annexure B’. From the said report of the Income Tax 
Department, it prima facie transpires that the account of election expenses filed by you under Section 78 of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 is not the correct account of the election expenses as required to be 
maintained under Section 77(1) of the said Act. You may inspect the relevant documents in the Commission’s 
Secretariat on any working day if you so desire. 
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You are hereby called upon to show-cause why you should not be disqualified under Section 10A of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 , for your failure to maintain and lodge the accounts of election expenses in 
the manner required by law. 

Your reply in this matter should reach the Commission within 20 days from the date of receipt of this letter. In the 
event of failure to do so within the stipulated period, it will be presumed that you have no good reason or 
justification for the said failure and you will be liable to be disqualified under Section 10A of the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951. ” 

10. In response to the above notice, letters dated 14 th Feb 2011 and 23 rd Feb 2011 were sent by the Respondent before 
the Commission seeking extension of time to file a reply citing ill health, and a time period of 4 months was 
requested by the Respondent to file the reply to the show cause notice vide his second letter. The Commission sent a 
letter dated 3 rd March 2011 to the Respondent granting him further 20 days’ time to file the reply. Also, in regard to 
his request of time for 4 months, citing ill health, a certificate was sought from a medical authority in support of his 
request within a week. Thereafter, a medical certificate was submitted by the Respondent on 15 th March 2011 and 
further, vide Commission’s letter dated 5 th April 2011, the Respondent was granted 20 days’ further time to file the 
reply to the show cause notice. 

11. The Commission, as stated in the notice of 22 nd Jan 2011, had granted the Respondent an opportunity to inspect the 
documents. The Counsel for the Respondent, Mr. Himanshu Shekharcarried out the inspection of documents and 
subsequently on the same day, vide his letter dated on 30 th May, 2011, he submitted before the Commission that the 
documents relied upon in notice dated 22 nd Jan 2011, had been supplied to him. In view of the inspection of the 
documents by the Counsel for the Respondent, the Commission vide its letter dated 6 th June 2011 granted a further 
extension of 20 days to the Respondent to file his written submission from the date of receipt of this letter. 

12. Parallel to the above events, a letter dated 11 th March 2011 was sent by the Commission to DEO reminding him to 
submit acknowledgment receipt of the notice issued to the candidate under Rule 89 of CER, 1961, along with 
supplementary report stating whether the account lodged was true account incurred by candidate. It was further 
reminded in the letter that the supporting vouchers submitted by Respondent have to be submitted before the 
Commission. After a reminder dated 27 th April 2011 in regard to the information sought in this letter, a reply dated 
18 th June 2011 was received from DEO stating as follows: 

(i) In the DEO’s report, dated 14 th July 2009, it was wrongly stated that Respondent had submitted the 
supporting vouchers. 

(ii) In DEO’s report, dated 8 th Oct 2010, it is stated that supporting vouchers were submitted by Mr. Ankur 
Kumar Chaudhary, election agent of Respondent on 8 th Oct 2010. 

13. A letter dated 20 lh June 2011 was received from the Respondent’s Counsel, Mr. Himanshu Shekhar stating that the 
copies of documents replied upon by the Commission were received on 14 th June 2011 and thus, 3 months’ 
extension is needed to go through the voluminous files. Also, vide his letter dated 29 th June 2011, a copy of report of 
the DEO dated 18 th June 2011 was requested to be furnished to him. Later, on 5 th July 2011, the Commission 
granted a final opportunity to the Respondent for one week to file the reply to the show cause notice dated 22 nd Jan, 
2011 . 

14. In the meanwhile, a Writ Petition No.4662/2011 ( Madu Koda vs. Election Commission of India) was filed by the 
Respondent before the High Court of Delhi, praying to quash the notices issued by the Commission to the 
Respondent dated 7 th Oct 2010 and 22 nd Jan 2011 and to declare the said notices to be ultra vires and without any 
authority of law. The petition further challenged the jurisdiction of the Commission to decide an issue regarding 
excessive expenditure in violation of Section 77 (3) and for an action under Section 10A of the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951. The petition also challenged the constitutionality of Section 10A of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951 vis-a-vis the returned candidates. The fate of the petition resulted in dismissal before the Delhi 
High Court on 30 th Sept 2011. 

15. Thereafter, a letter dated 7 th Oct 2011 was sent by the Commission to Respondent directing him to appear before the 
Commission on 21 st Oct 2011 and file a written submission, if any, by 17 th Oct 2011. Pursuant to letter dated 7 th 
Oct. 2011, a letter dated 13 th Oct 2011 was sent by the Counsel for the Respondent, Mr. Himanshu Shekhar to the 
Commission requesting a grant of time till end of November, 2011 as the Respondent was filing a Special Leave 
Petition (hereafter, ‘SLP’) against the order of the Delhi High Court dated 30 th Sept 2011. Thereafter, the 
Commission vide its letter dated 18 th Oct 2011, directed the Respondent to appear before the Commission on 
21 st Oct 2011 as there was no stay in the order of the High Court dated 30 th Sept 2011. Subsequently, a letter dated 
20 th Oct 2011 was sent by the Superintendent of the Birsa Munda Central jail, Ranchi to the Commission 
forwarding Respondent’s request to postpone the hearing and issue directions to the jail authorities to bring him to 
Delhi for his appearance before the Commission, as he was there confined to that jail. On 24 th Oct 2011, the 
Respondent’s Counsel Mr. Himanshu Shekhar requested the Commission to provide him the certified copies of the 
documents relied upon by the Commission and according to his request, the Commission replied to him vide its 
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letter dated 8 th Nov 2011. In view of these events, the Commission issued letter dated 27 th Oct 2011 to the 
Respondent postponing the hearing to 18 th Nov 2011 and directed the Respondent to file his written submission by 
15 th Nov 2011. But, the Commission had to postpone the hearing for its pre-occupation with some urgent election 
work and intimated the postponement of the hearing to the Respondent vide its letter dated 15 th Nov 2011. 
Thereafter, the Commission sent a letter dated 8 th May 2012 to the Respondent, fixing the date of hearing on 1 st June 
2012 and asked him to file his written submission by 20 th May 2012, if any. 

16. In the meanwhile, the Supreme Court stayed the proceedings before the Commission on 9 th May 2012, in the SLP 
No. 14209/2012, filed by the Respondent challenging the order of the Delhi High Court dated 30 th Sept 2011 in Writ 
Petition No.4662/2011 (Madu Koda vs. Election Commission of India). Thereupon, the Commission issued a letter 
dated 29 th May 2012 to the Respondent, postponing the date of hearing.Subsequently, the Supreme Courtlisted the 
matter to be heard on 22 nd Oct 2013. 

17. Thereafter on 11 th Oct 2013, a letter was sent by the Commission to the Director, Central Bureau of Investigation 
(hereafter, ‘CBE), requesting for a copy of the charge sheet filed against the Respondent in the disproportionate 
assets case in order to bring a plea before the Supreme Court of India regarding the suppression and underestimation 
of the election expenditure by the Respondent. CBI forwarded a copy of charge-sheet to the Commission vide its 
letter dated 22 nd Oct 2013. The charge-sheet states that Mr. MadhuKoda has incurred election expenditure to the 
tune of Rs. 7, 38, 87,690 for the general elections to the Lok Sabha, 2009. Subsequently, the Supreme Court, on 
5 th May 2014,held in Ashok Shankarrao Chavan v. Madhavrao Kinhalkar&Ors.,(2014) 7 SCC 99 that: 

“103...Election Commission does possess the requisite powers under Section 10A to hold the necessary 
enquiry to ascertain the fact about the compliance of the statutory requirements in the matter of submission of 
accounts of the election expenses, i.e. the true, correct and bona fide expenses and that such expenses were 
within the prescribed limit of the Act. ” 

Consequently, the SLP filed to the Respondent was also dismissed by the Supreme Court on 5 th May 2014. 

18. After the Supreme Court’s decision granting the power to the Commission to enquire and decide the matters 
regarding the submission of the true account of the election expenses, the Commission, its letter dated 9 th July 2014, 
intimated the Respondent to file the reply to the show cause notice by 18 th July 2014 and fixed the next date of 
hearing on 24 th July 2014. The Respondent filed its reply dated 18 th July 2014 to the show cause notice stating as 
follows: 

(i) Preliminary objection: The Respondent submits that the Commission has initiated the present proceedings 
against him on merely a bunch of papers sent by the Income Tax Department and there was no formal 
complaint filed by any complainant before the Commission. The documents are not filed on affidavit before 
the Commission. On this ground the proceedings must be dropped. 

(ii) In the absence of a proper detailed petition showing the relevancy of the documents in the annexures, it is 
difficult for the Respondent to frame a specific reply on every piece of paper. He is unaware of most of the 
documents and he finds most of them as vague and not in connection to him. The annexures include the third 
party statements taken by the IT department forcibly, that are needed to be cross examined by the 
Respondent and he needs an opportunity for the same. 

(iii) The money receipts submitted by the news agencies are not clear as to which news item/article/documentary 
was published, whether they were paid, by whom they were paid and whether the alleged payment was made 
with approval of the Respondent or not. 

(iv) The returning officer had not found any discrepancy in the account of election expenditure filed by the 
Respondent. 

(v) Hehas also sought an opportunity to cross examine the statements and documents and leading evidence. 

19. The Commission further conducted its hearings on 24 th July 2014, 11 th Aug 2014, 29 th Aug 2014, 16 th Sept 2014, 
16 th Dec 2014, 5 th Feb 2015, 08 th July 2015, 06 th Aug 2015, 7 th Sept 2015, 14 th Oct 2015, 18 th Jan 2016, 1 st Feb. 
2016, 13 th April 2016, 11 th July 2016, 9 th Aug 2016, 31 st Aug 2016, 26 th Oct 2016, 21 st Nov 2016, 26 th March 2017, 
5 th April 2017, 24 th April 2017, 15 th May 2017, 16 th May 2017, 31 st July 2017 and 25 th Aug 2017. 

20. After the hearing on 29 th Aug 2014, the Commission had framed its issues in the matter and the same were 
forwarded to the Respondent vide letter dated 9 th Sept 2014. The issues framed by the Commission are as follows: 

(i) Whether the articles/news items/ advertisements/ advertorials/ spot ads and T.V coverage/ advertisements in 
newspapers and electronic media as per Annexure A were published/ telecast during the election process for 
promoting the prospects or procuring the election of the Respondent? 

(ii) Whether the expenditure in publication/telecast of all or any such item(s) as mentioned in issue no. 1 above 
was incurred/authorised by the Respondent or his election agent or by any person with implied consent or 
knowledge of the Respondent or his election agent? 
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(iii) Whether the expenditure on publication or telecast of such item(s) as mentioned in issue no. 2 was included 
in the accounts of election expenses of the Respondent? 

(iv) Whether the Respondent has failed to lodge his account of election expenses in the manner required by or 
under the law, by not including such election expenditure? 

(v) Whether the Respondent had any good reason or justification for the said failure to lodge his account of 
election expenses in the manner required by or under the law. 

(vi) Whether the Respondent is liable to be disqualified by the Election Commission under Section 10A read 
with Section 77 and 78 of the R.P Act, 1951? 

21. The Commission appointed Shri Pankaj Chopra, Advocate, as the Presenting Officer in this case. On his request, the 

Commission summoned the following persons (PWs\ hereafter) as its witnesses: 

(i) Mr. Sunil Kumar (PW-1), DEO-cum-Deputy Commissioner (from 26 th May 2008 to 7 th May 2010) of West 
Singhbhum during the elections in 2009. 

(ii) Mr. K. Srinivasan (PW-2), DEO-cum-Deputy Commissioner(from 7 th May 2010 to 27 th April 2013) of West 
Singhbhum. 

(iii) Shri Anup Kumar Sarkar, Manager (PW-3), Neutral Publishing House Ltd., Jharkhand 

(iv) Shri Prabhakar Nath Tiwari, Manager (PW-4), Hindustan Media Venture Ltd. Patna 

(v) Shri Praveen Kumar, Manager (PW-5), Jagaran Prakashan, Ltd., Jamshedpur. 

(vi) Shri Udit Agrawal, Manager (PW-6), Uditvani, Jamshedpur 

(vii) Shri Rajnish, Manager (PW-7), Sahara India, TV Network, Kolkata 

(viii) The Manager, M/s Ushodaya Enterprises Pvt Ltd. (TV Division), Patna 

22. The Respondent produced the list of following witnesses: 

(i) Mr. Vikas Kumar Sinha (RW-1), Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand 

(ii) Mr. Rajiv Nayanam (RW-2), Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand 

(iii) Mr. Vinod Kumar Sinha (RW-3), Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand 

(iv) Mr. Ankur Roy Choudhary (RW-4), Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand 

(v) Mr. Pramod Kumar(RW-5), Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand 

(vi) Respondent himself as (RW-6). 

The evidence of the above witnesses on both sides was recorded from 05 th February 2015 to 16 th May 2017. They 

were cross examined at length by the Counsels on both sides. 

EVIDENCE OF WITNESSES: 

23. Contentions made by the witnesses on behalf of the Commission: 

i. PW-1 i.e. Mr. Sunil Kumar, DEO-cum-Deputy Commissioner,stated that he was posted as DEO-cum- 
Deputy Commissioner in West Singhbhum from 26 th May 2008 to 7 th May 2010. He stated that in the report 
dated 5 th Aug 2010, submitted before the Commission by the then Deputy Commissioner, it was mentioned 
that the Respondent filed the account of election expenditure without supporting vouchers. Thereafter, in the 
report dated 8 th Oct 2010, submitted before the Commission by the then Deputy Commissioner, it was made 
clear that the aforementioned missing vouchers have been subsequently lodged by the Respondent. Further, 
on the question of observing or receiving any report of irregularity, he mentioned that he was not sure of 
receiving any such report against the Respondent. 

ii. PW-2i.e. Mr. K. Srinivasan, DEO-cum-Deputy Commissioner, confirmed the statements of PW-1 by 
replying that the report dated 5 th Aug 2010 was sent by him before the Commission, wherein it was 
mentioned that the Respondent filed the account of election expenditure without supporting vouchers. Later, 
he had sent another report dated 8 th Oct 2010 before the Commission, wherein it was mentioned that the 
missing vouchers have been subsequently lodged by the Respondent. On the question of discrepancy in the 
total expenses shown to have been incurred by the Respondent i.e. Rs. 18,92,353/-, he stated that he cannot 
answer the same as he was not posted as District Magistrate in West Singhbhum during the relevant time 
period. 

iii. PW-3 i.e. Shri Anup Kumar Sarkar, was asked question regarding production of original bills/receipts issued 
by Mr. Pramod Kumar (the person who booked the advertisements for Prabhat Khabar)on behalf of the 
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newspaper! Prabhat Khabar) to the Respondent, to which he has stated that Mr. Pramod Kumar never issued 
receipts to the parties. He only received the money and forwarded it to the Publishing House. Hewas also 
asked as to whether the publications dated 8 th April 2009 and 9 th April 2009 were done on the basis of verbal 
instructions of Mr. Pramod Kumar to which he replied that both advertisements were published against 
Release Orders from the party end. forwarded by Mr. Pramod Kumar and payment for the same was made 
through Demand Draft dated 16th April, 2009. Further, he has also accepted that publications were normally 
done only when Release Order with contents had been submitted by the party. 

iv. PW-4 i.e. Shri Prabhakar Nath Tiwari, A.G.M. (Finance) of M/s. Hindustan Media Venture Ltd. denied the 
suggestion by the Counsel of Respondent that the copies of Release Orders brought by him were fabricated. 
On the question of discrepancy in the date of one of the receipt dated 5 th April 2009, he attributed it to be a 
mere clerical mistake because of a wrong setting on the fax machine. Further explaining the difference 
between an advertorial and a news report, he stated that advertorials had ‘HT media marketing initiative’ 
written under them. He also denied any pressure from the Income Tax authorities for preparation of the 
documents. 

v. PW-5, i.e. Shri Praveen Kumar, A.G.M. of M/s Jagaran Prakashan Ltd. confirmed by stating that the 
newspaper records of the Respondent had been submitted as a reply to the information asked for by the 
Income Tax authorities in 2010. He further statedthat certain newspaper cuttings that had been filed did not 
contain the word ‘advertorial’ but bills had been generated and paid for them, hence they were considered as 
advertisements. He further replied that a credit note has been given with every original bill. He admitted that 
payments by cash were received of Rs. 5, 00,000on 30 th March 2009; Rs.2, 00,000 on 9 th April 2009; Rs. 1, 
45,600/- on 9 th April 2009; Rs. 2, 00,000 on 14 th April 2009; Rs. 1, 00,000 on 18th April 2009 and Rs. 2, 
50,000/- on 22 nd April 2009. He also stated that the payments were received prior to the publication or on the 
same day except in one publication where the bill was generated on 8 th April 2009 and the payment was 
received on 9 th April 2009. 

vi. PW-6 i.e. Shri Udit Agrawal, Manager of Uditvani has submitted that publication of advertorial is not done 
unless prior payment has been taken, in case an unknown person was giving the order. Hedenied that the 
advertisement bills submitted by him were false and fabricated. He also expressly denied the suggestion of 
Counsel for Respondent that the documents were forged and placed in front of the Income Tax authorities at 
the behest of rival party members of the Respondent or that the Respondent had been falsely implicated. He 
also negated the suggestion that no advertorials were directed to be published by the Respondent and that the 
alleged advertorials were bogus and published without the knowledge/consent of the Respondent without 
any written communication between them. 

vii. PW-7 i.e. Shri Rajnish, Bureau In-charge of Sahara T.V. stated that the in all the documents produced by 
him on record i.e. (a) the letter dated 30 th April 2009 which is addressed to the Respondent as “M. Koda”, 
(b) invoice dated 30 th April 2009 in the name of “M. Koda” for a total sum of Rs. 5,00,000/-(c) ledger 
account for the period 01 st April 2009 to 31 st March 2010 showing debit of the aforementioned amount of 
Rs. 5,00,000, d) receipt dated 11 th May 2009 confirming receipt of amount from "M. Koda”; herein, “M. 
Koda" refers to the Respondent. PW-7 has denied that the documents are false and fabricated and had been 
prepared at the instance of Income Tax authorities to falsely implicate the Respondent. 

24. Averments made by the Respondent himself and the witnesses on behalf of the Respondent: 

i. RW-1, i.e. Mr. Vikas Kumar Sinha, Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand stated that he is a businessmen by 
profession and he is brother of Mr. Vinod Kumar (RW-3). He denies the allegation of having paid 
Rs. 2,00,000/- on behalf of the Respondent to Danik Jagran for publishing advertorial on 9th April 2009 in 
his favour. He replied that he never had any financial dealings with the Respondent, neither in past nor in the 
present. 

ii. RW-2, i.e.Mr. Rajiv Nayanam, Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand replied that he was the authorised counter 
for Hindustan Times Venture Ltd. at Chaibasa. He stated that he used to collect advertisement materials 
from the interested parties and issue bills in lieu of the payment received and sent carbon copies to the head 
in Jamshedpur office. He accepted receiving payments from one Ankur Kumar Chaudhary, election agent of 
the Respondent for publication of advertorials during the period of March, 2009 to May, 2009. He confirms 
that he had issued the vouchers (No. 59, 61 in Vol I and No. 218, 219, 220, 221, 222 in Vol II) to the 
Respondent and the vouchers bear his signatures. 

iii. RW-3, i.e. Mr. Vinod Kumar Sinha. Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand submitted that he is a businessman by 
profession, he was active in student politics and he met the Respondent in 1989-1996 and thereafter he met 
him a few times only. He mentioned that the political rivals have been campaigning against the Respondent 
in conspiracy with mines mafia and dragged his name because the Respondent did not succumb to the 
pressure of mines mafia during his Chief Minister-ship. He vehemently, claimed that he never had any 
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financial dealing with the Respondent.He denies the allegation that he had paid Rs. 5, 00,000/- to Danik 
Jagran in the election campaign of 2009 on behalf of the Respondent. 

iv. RW-4, Mr. Ankur Roy Choudhary, Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhanddeposed that he was appointed by the 
Respondent as his authorized representative (election agent) during Parliamentary Elections of 2009.His 
work pertained to dealing with advertisements published in electronic and print media. He admitted to 
writing accounts in a register provided for by the Returning Officer for maintaining day to day account of 
expenses made during the election campaign. He stated that the Respondent had refused to succumb to the 
mines mafia lobby and hence a systematic campaign was started by rival political groups and mines mafia of 
which the Respondent became a victim. He admitted that he had paid Rs. 74,992 to Prabhat Khabar through 
Mr. Pramod Kumar,Rs. 115000/- to Hindustan Media Venture Ltd. through Mr. Rajeev Nayanam, Rs. 
45000/- to authorized agent of Danik Jagaran and Rs. 45000/- to authorized agent of Danik Jagran. He stated 
that all other bills submitted by the newspaper agencies are false and fabricated. He also mentioned that no 
documents have been filed by them confirming their authorisation. He contended that the release orders 
submitted by Prabhat Khabar were not approved by him. He also denies any negotiation with Sahara TV 
network. He contended that he used to receive the material from the media company and it was published 
after our approval. 

v. RW-5, i.e. Mr. Pramod Kumar, Chaibasa, Singhbhum, Jharkhand stated that he worked in Prabat Khabar 
from 1994 to March, 2013 at Chaibasa office.He used to collect advertisement materials from the interested 
parties and issue bills in lieu of the payment received. He accepted receiving payments from one Ankur 
Kumar Chaudhary, election agent of the Respondent for publication of advertorials during the period of 
March, 2009 to May, 2009. He also mentioned that each bill contained his signature and amounted to 
Rs. 74,992/-. 

vi. RW-6, i.e. the Respondent himself mentioned with respect to publications in Prabhat Khabar that the total 
amount paid by him for 5 publications was Rs. 74,992. With respect to publications in Hindustan Times he 
stated that the total amount for 6 publications paid by him was Rs. 1, 15,000. With respect to publications in 
Uditvani he stated that only 1 publication was authorised for Rs. 10,000. With respect to publications in 
Dainik Jagaran he contended that 1 advertorial was authorised for 4 different dates and the total amount paid 
by him for the same was Rs. 45,000. With respect to telecast in Sahara TV, he stated that he or his election 
agent had never authorised the telecast of Rs. 5, 00,000 and no document confirming his authorisation has 
been brought on record. With respect to telecast in E TV, he stated that an advertorial was telecasted on ETV 
and he paid Rs. 15,000 for the same. Further, he averred that the bills and scripts submitted by the 
newspaper agencies are denied by him as the said articles were never authorized to be published by him or 
on his behalf and the bills and other documents are false and fabricated. He further said that the newspaper 
houses did not produce his authorization as they were never directly dealing with him or his election agent 
and hence their documents cannot be relied upon. He also attached a copy of the authorised content of the 
publications along with the affidavit which he claims to be the only publications authorised by him. He 
admitted that though he had the knowledge with respect to the publications, but he neither filed a complaint 
before nor after election against the unauthorised publications. 

25. The Presenting Officer of the Commission has relied upon the following averments: 

i. The Presenting Officer, with regard to the first issue framed by the Commission, relied upon the testimonies 
of PW-3, PW-4. PW-5, PW-6 and PW-7 and contended that the advertisements/news/articles/TV coverage 
which were published/telecasted during the election process led to the presumption that they were for the 
benefit of and for promoting the prospects of the Respondent. He also relied upon the fact that the 
publication of numerous advertisements has also been admitted by the Respondent in his cross-examination. 

ii. The Presenting Officer further submits with regard to the second issue framed by the Commission that the 
Media Houses had confirmed receipt of payment, thus a strong presumption of the said payment being made 
arises. The publications were in favour of the candidature of the Respondent meaning thereby that he 
attained advantage of the same, without taking any action against the Media Houses, which implies to his 
consent of their publication. Most expenses were made in cash by the Respondent. 

iii. Regarding the third issue framed by the Commission, the Presenting Officer points out that a fraction of the 
expenses have been included by the Respondent in his election expenditure accounts that have been 
submitted but the majority were excluded. 

iv. The Presenting Officer with regard to the fourth issue framed by the Commission contends that the 
Respondent had failed to lodge his account of the election expenses in the manner required by law in view of 
the non-inclusion and non-disclosure of the entire gamut of expenses. 

v. As regards the fifth issue, the Respondent has not provided any justification for the non-inclusion of alleged 
expenses and has merely denied the same. 
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vi. The Presenting Officer contends that in light of the abovementioned findings, the Respondent would be 
liable to be disqualified by the Election Commission of India under Section 10A read with Section 77 and 78 
of the Representation of People Act, 1951. 

26. The Respondent has made the following submissions through his counsel: 

i. Learned Counsel Shri Anshuman Sinha, appearing for the Respondent submits that an election candidate 
should not be held responsible for the articles/publications that have neither been authorized by him nor any 
bills provided for the same. 

ii. Further, it is mentioned by the Counsel that the word “advertorial” has not been mentioned in any 
publication of Dainik Jagran and mere newspaper articles cannot be assumed to be advertorials by the 
Respondent. Similar news articles had been published for other candidates and the Respondent cannot be 
expected to inquire whether the same had been paid for by someone else. An adverse burden of proof would 
put electoral candidates at the mercy of their opponents. 

iii. Another point Learned Counsel makes is that the Respondent’s electoral expenses where well within limits 
and additional expenditure, if made, could have easily been accommodated within the said limit. 

iv. Learned Counsel also submits that the bills/invoices submitted by the Presenting Officer did not contain 
authorization/signature of the Respondent or his election agent. The computer generated bills/receipts have 
been termed inadmissible in law as evidence by the Learned Counsel for no certificate under Section 65B of 
the Indian Evidence Act had been filed in support of the same. Shri Sinha submits that an electronic record 
must follow certain conditions to be admissible as evidence, such as being accompanied with a certificate 
which identifies the electronic record, describe the manner in which the electronic record was produced, 
furnish the particulars of the device involved in the production of that record, as laid down in Section 65- 
B(2) of the Indian Evidence Act and must also be signed by a person occupying a responsible official 
position in relation to the operation of the relevant device. 

v. It is contended by Learned Counsel that the information contained within the bills comes within the purview 
of the definition of “data” as per Section 2(o) of the Information Technology Act, 2000 and that data comes 
within the definition of “electronic records” in Section 2(f) of the IT Act, 2000 which has been assigned the 
same meaning under Section 3 of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872. Thus the computer generated bills in the 
present case would be coming within the ambit of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 as electronic records and 
require their admissibility to be established. 

vi. Learned Counsel contends that the witnesses PW-3 to PW-7 had no personal knowledge about the 
documents produced as they were not connected with the publication/creation of those documents at the 
relevant period of time. According to the Learned Counsel, this renders cross-examination of those witnesses 
ineffective. The Respondent had also filed an application before the Hon’ble Commission for directing the 
prosecution to call relevant/appropriate witnesses. 

ANALYSIS OF EVIDENCE: 

27. Firstly, in the investigation report of Director General of Income Tax (Inv) dated 8 th Oct 2010, submitted by CBDT 
before the Commission, the total alleged expenditure incurred by the Respondent on electronic and print media, is 
revealed as Rs. 28, 01,729. The report also annexed the documents obtained during investigation from 4 newspaper 
agencies and 2 TV Channels i.e. Uditvani (Jamshedpur), Dainik Jagaran (Jamshedpur), Hindustan (Jamshedpur), 
Prabhat Khabar (Jamshedpur), Sahara India TV Network (Ranchi) and ETV News (Ranchi) respectively. The 
details of the bills generated in the name of the Respondent by these media houses and the amounts admittedly 
received by the particular media house from the Respondent, and the amount admitted by the Respondent in his 
account of election expenses are summarised as follows: 


s. 

No. 

Name of Media House and details of bills 
generated in name of Shri Madhu Koda 

Amount of Expenditure 
incurred as per Bills and 
received by the Media Houses 

Amount of Expenditure 
shown as per Elec. Exp. 
Statement of the Respondent 

1 . 

DAINIK JAGRAN 


75,000/- 

Bill No. 

Date 

JJ09030124 

31/03/2009 

1,07,250 

JJ09040002 

01/04/2009 

10,000 

JJ09040007 

02/04/2009 

15,750 

JJ09040015 

03/04/2009 

18,000 

JJ09040016 

03/04/2009 

6,000 

JJ09040020 

04/04/2009 

25,000 

JJ09040025 

05/04/2009 

25,000 

JJ09040028 

06/04/2009 

25,000 
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JJ09040035 

07/04/2009 

25,000 



JJ09040041 

08/04/2009 

12,500 



JJ09040042 

08//04/2009 

12,500 



JJ09040046 

09/04/2009 

25,000 



JJ09040047 

09/04/2009 

1,45,600 



JJ09040049 

10/04/2009 

25,000 



JJ09040057 

11/04/2009 

25,000 



JJ09040062 

12/04/2009 

25,000 



JJ09040070 

13/04/2009 

25,000 



JJ09040072 

14/04/2009 

25,000 



JJ09040079 

15/04/2009 

93,600 



JJ09040083 

16/04/2009 

25,000 



JJ09040088 

17/04/2009 

51,563 



JJ09040097 

18/04/2009 

25,000 



JJ09040107 

19/04/2009 

25,000 



JJ09040111 

20/04/2009 

51,563 



JJ09040122 

21/04/2009 

1,71,600 



JJ09040131 

22/04/2009 

82,500 



JJ09040144 

23/04/2009 

41,250 



JJ09040147 

23/04/2009 

2,50,000 

75,000/- 



TOTAL 

13,94,676/- 

2. 

HINDUSTAN/ HINDUSTAN TIMES 

Amount (?) 



Bill No. 

Date 


95,000/- 


101793838 

06/04/2009 

82,874 



101795533 

09/04/2009 

47,736 



101797625 

11/04/2009 

31,824 



101803035 

16/04/2009 

21,324 



101803036 

16/04/2009 

30,775 



101803037 

16/04/2009 

30,775 



101808685 

21/04/2009 

61,908 



101808686 

21/04/2009 

61,908 



101808687 

21/04/2009 

41,932 



101811248 

23/04/2009 

82,874 




TOTAL 

4,93,930/- 

95,000/- 

3. 

UDIT VANI 


Amount (?) 



Money Receipt No. 

Date 


10,000/- 


23 

13/04/2009 

10,000/- 



38 

20/04/2009 

15,000/- 



39 

21/04/2009 

16,000/- 



42 

24/04/2009 

15,000/- 



50 

30/04/2009 

18,000/- 



52 

05/05/2009 

17,000/- 



54 

07/05/2009 

19,000/- 



57 

08/05/2009 

15,000/- 



60 

09/05/2009 

17,9,00/- 



64 

11/05/2009 

15,000/- 



69 

13/05/2009 

15,000/- 



72 

15/05/2009 

13,000/- 



74 

18/05/2009 

15,000/- 



76 

19/05/2009 

18,000/- 



80 

20/05/2009 

15,000/- 



84 

21/05/2009 

17,000/- 



88 

23/05/2009 

19,000/- 



96 

27/05/2009 

18,000/- 

10,000/- 



TOTAL 

2,87,900/- 

4. 

PRABHAT KHABAR 

Amount 



Date of Publication 


74, 992/- 


08/04/2009 

15,000 





[HFI II—3 (iii) ] 


HTCT TRT51 : 3T28, 2017/^TRfe 6, 1939 


291 



18/04/2009 

10,000 



21/04/2009 

10,000 



22/04/2009 

15,000 



09/04/2009 

30,000 



TOTAL 

80,000/- 

74, 992/- 

5. 

SAHARA INDIA TV NETWORK 

Amount 



Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 


Nil 


SICCL/BHR/332/09-10 

30/04/2009 

5,00,000 




TOTAL 

5,00,000/- 


6. 

ETV NEWS 


Amount 



Receipt No. 

Date 


Nil 


472 

16/04/2009 

35,296 



471 

16/04/2009 

9,927 




TOTAL 

45,223/- 



GRAND TOTAL 


28,01,729/- 

2,24,992/- 


28. Secondly, during the inquiry conducted by the Commission, all the media houses were summoned as the witnesses 
of the Commission and were asked to submit the relevant documents before the Commission. Every media house 
except ETV news, authorised a person as the witness through an authority letter issued by the Officer in charge of 
the mediahouse and the witness submitted the relevant documents asked for by the Commission. The information 
submitted by the media houses before the Commission is summarised as follows: 


S. 

No. 

Name of the Media 
Agency 

Authorization 

S. 

No. 

Date of the bill 

Date of the 
publication 
/programme on the 
bill 

Amount of the 
bill 

1 . 

Release Orders 
submitted by 
PRABHAT 
KHABAR, Neutral 
Publishing House 
Limited, Jamshedpur 
Edition 

Mr. Anup 
Kumar Sarkar 
authorized by 
Mr. Ashutosh 
Chaubey, 
(Company 
Secretary) 

1 . 

08/04/2009 

08/04/2009 

15,000/- 

2. 

09/04/2009 

09/04/2009 

30,000/- 

3. 

18/04/2009 

18/04/2009 

10,000/- 

4. 

21/04/2009 

21/04/2009 

10,000/- 

5. 

22/04/2009 

22/04/2009 

15,000/- 





TOTAL 


80,000/- 

2. 

Bills submitted by 
Hindustan Media 
Ventures Limited 

Bills in name of 
authorised 
counter for HT 
Media- 
Mr. Rajeev 
Nayanam and 
Information is 
sent by Mr. 
Prabhakar Nath 
Tiwari, AGM- 
Finance 

1 . 

06/04/2009, 

HH JSR CBU 

06/04/2009 

82,874/- 

2. 

09/04/2009, 

HH JSR CBU 

09/04/2009 

47,736/- 

3. 

11/04/2009, 

HT JSR LIVE 

11/04/2009 

31,824/- 

4. 

16/04/2009. 

HH 

Jamshedpur, 
HH JSR 
Rourkela, 

HH JSR 
Chaibasa 

16/04/2009 

21,324/- 

30,775/- 

30,775/- 

5. 

21/04/2009, 

HH 

Jamshedpur, 
HH JSR 
Rourkela, 

HH JSR 
Chaibasa 

21/04/2009 

61, 908/- 

61,908/- 

41,932/- 

6. 

23/04/2009, 

HH JSR CBU 

23/04/2009 

82,874/- 
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TOTAL 


4,93,930/- 

3. 

Bills submitted by 
UDIT VANI 

Mr. Udit 
Agarwal 
authorised by 
Mr. Radhe 
Shyam, 
Publisher and 
Proprietor 

1 . 

09/04/2009 

09/04/2009 

10,000/- 

2. 

18/04/2009 

18/04/2009 

16,500/- 

3. 

19/04/2009 

19/04/2009 

14,500/- 

4. 

20/04/2009 

20/04/2009 

31,700/- 

5. 

21/04/2009 

21/04/2009 

31,700/- 

6. 

22/04/2009 

22/04/2009 

31,700/- 

7. 

22/04/2009 

22/04/2009 

1,32,000/- 

8. 

23/04/2009 

23/04/2009 

19,800/- 





TOTAL 


2,87,900/- 

4. 

Bills submitted by 
DAINIK JAGARAN 

Mr. Praveen 
Kumar 
authorised by 
Mr. Sunil Gupta 
(Director) 

1 . 

31/03/2009 

31/03/2009 

1,07,250 




2. 

01/04/2009 

01/04/2009 in 
Chakradharpur and 
Adityapur 

10,000 




3. 

02/04/2009 

02/04/2009 in 
Chakradharpur and 
Adityapur 

15,750 




4. 

03/04/2009 

03/04/2009 in 
Chakradharpur and 
Adityapur 

18,000 




5. 

03/04/2009 

03/04/2009 in 
Chakradharpur and 
Adityapur 

6,000 




6. 

04/04/2009 

04/04/2009 in 
Chaibasa and 
Adityapur 

25,000 




7. 

05/04/2009 

05/04/2009 in 
Chaibasa and 
Adityapur 

25,000 




8. 

06/04/2009 

06/04/2009 in 
Chaibasa and 
Adityapur 

25,000 




9. 

07/04/2009 

07/04/2009 in 
Chaibasa and 
Adityapur 

25,000 




10. 

08/04/2009 

08/04/2009 in 
Chaibasa and 
Adityapur 

12,500 




11. 

08/04/2009 

08/04/2009 in 
Chakradharpur and 
Adityapur 

12,500 




12. 

09/04/2009 

09/04/2009 in 
Chaibasa and 
Adityapur 

25,000 




13. 

09/04/2009 

09/04/2009 in 
Jamshedpur 

1,45,600 




14. 

10/04/2009 

10/04/2009 in 
Chaibasa and 
Adityapur 

25,000 




15. 

11/04/2009 

11/04/2009 in 
Chaibasa and 
Adityapur 

25,000 




16. 

12/04/2009 

12/04/2009 in 
Chaibasa, Adityapur 
and Chakradharpur 

25,000 




17. 

13/04/2009 

13/04/2009 in 
Chaibasa and 

25,000 
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Adityapur 





18. 

14/04/2009 

14/04/2009 in 
Adityapur and 
Mahasamar Page 

25,000 




19. 

15/04/2009 

15/04/2009 in 
Adityapur and 
Mahasamar Page 

93,600 




20. 

16/04/2009 

16/04/2009 in 
Mahasamar Page 

25,000 




21. 

17/04/2009 

17/04/2009 in 
Adityapur and 
Mahasamar Page 

51,563 




22. 

18/04/2009 

18/04/2009 in 
Adityapur and 
Mahasamar Page 

25,000 




23. 

19/04/2009 

19/04/2009 in 
Adityapur and 
Janjagaran Page 

25,000 




24. 

20/04/2009 

20/04/2009 in 
Adityapur and 
Mahasamar Page 

51,563 




25. 

21/04/2009 

21/04/2009 in 
Mahasamar Page 

1,71,600 




26. 

22/04/2009 

22/04/2009 in 
Mahasamar Page 

82,500 




27. 

23/04/2009 

23/04/2009 in 
Adityapur and 
Mahasamar Page 

41,250 




28. 

20/04/2009 

20/04/2009 in 
Jamshedpur 

2,50,000 





TOTAL 


13,94,676/- 

5. 

Sahara India TV 
Network 

Mr. Rajneesh 
authorized by 
Gautam Sarkar, 
(Chief Operating 
Officer) 

1 . 

09/05/2009 

1 Weekly programme 
in May 2009 

5,00,000/- 





GRAND 

TOTAL 


27,56,506/- 


29. Thirdly, the details of the expenditure on print and electronic media with respect to the alleged publications in 4 
newspapers and 2 TV Channels, which have been submitted by the Respondent in his account of election expenses 
are as follows: 


S. NO. 

CATEGORY 

PERSON TO 

WHOM THJE 
AMOUNT WAS 

PAID 

DATE 

AMOUNT 

VOUCHER NO. 

1 . 

Display 

Dainik Jagaran 

09/04/2009 

45,000 

37, Vol I 

2. 

Publication matter 

Prabhat Khabar 

09/04/2009 

30,000 

38, Vol I 

3. 

Advertisement in daily 
newspaper 

Udit vani 

09/04/2009 

10,000 

56, Vol I 

4. 

Advertisement in daily 
newspaper 

HT Classifieds 

09/04/2009 

30,000 

59, Vol I 

5. 

Advertisement in daily 
newspaper 

HT Classifieds 

11/04/2009 

25,000 

61, Vol I 

6. 

Publication matter 

Prabhat Khabar 

08/04/2009 

14,996 

211, Vol II 

7. 

Advertorial telecast 

Ushodaya 

Enterprises (ETV) 

22/04/2009 

15,000 

195, Vol II 

8. 

Publication matter 

Prabhat Khabar 

18/04/2009 

7,500 

208A, Vol II 
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9. 

Publication matter 

Prabhat Khabar 

21/04/2009 

7,500 

209, Vol II 

10. 

Publication matter 

Prabhat Khabar 

22/04/2009 

14,996 

210, Vol II 

11. 

Advertisement in daily 
newspaper 

HT Classifieds 

06/04/2009 

10,000 

218, Vol II 

12. 

Advertisement in daily 
newspaper 

HT Classifieds 

09/04/2009 

10,000 

219, Vol II 

13. 

Advertisement in daily 
newspaper 

HT Classifieds 

16/04/2009 

10,000 

220, Vol II 

14. 

Advertisement in daily 
newspaper 

HT Classifieds 

21/04/2009 

20,000 

221, Vol II 

15. 

Advertisement in daily 
newspaper 

HT Classifieds 

23/04/2009 

10,000 

222, Vol II 


30. The above analysis of the evidence received on record of the Commission clearly shows that there is a huge 
difference between the amount of media expenditure alleged by the CBDT (investigation report by Director of 
Income Tax, Patna) and the information submitted by the Respondent in his account of election expenses. The 
report of CBDT is further supported by the documents submitted by media houses through the witnesses authorised 
by them to depose before the Commission. The details of contradictions found between the documentary evidence 
furnished by CBDT and supported by the media houses and the account of election expenses submitted by the 
Respondent are as follows: 

i. Media House No. 1: Prabhat Khabar, Neutral Publishing House Limited, Jamshedpur: 

The Respondent submits in his affidavit and in his account of election expenses that he has made an expense of only 
Rs. 74,992 on four publications in the newspaper Prabhat Khabar. In juxtaposition to this, the CBDT report submits 
that the Respondent has incurred an amount of Rs. 80,000 on the publications of articles in Prabhat Khabar. The 
report of CBDT is supported by the 5 release orders in name of the Respondent amounting to Rs. 80,000 submitted 
by the Mr. Anup Kumar Sarkar(PW-3) authorised by Prabhat Khabar. 

ii. Media House No. 2: Hindustan Media Ventures Limited, Jamshedpur: 

The Respondent submits in his affidavit and in his account of election expenses that he has made an expense of 
Rs. 1, 15,000on publications in Hindustan. In contradiction to this, the CBDT report shows that the Respondent has 
incurred an expenditure of Rs. 4, 93,930 on the publication of articles in the Hindustan. The report of CBDT is 
supported by 10 bills in the name of the Respondent amounting to Rs. 4, 93,930 submitted by Mr. Rajeev Nayanam 
(PW-4) authorised by Hindustan Media Ventures Limited. 

iii. Media House No. 3: Udit Vani, Jamshedpur: 

The Respondent submits in his affidavit and in his account of election expenses that he has made an expense of Rs. 
10,000/- on a single publication in Udit Vani. But, the CBDT report shows that the Respondent has incurred an 
amount of Rs. 2,87, 900 on the publication of articles in Udit Vani. The report of CBDT is supported by 8 bills in 
name of the Respondent amounting to Rs. 2,87, 900 submitted by Mr. Udit Agarwal (PW-6) authorised by Udit 
Vani. 

iv. Media House No. 4: Dainik Jagaran, Jamshedpur: 

The Respondent submits in his affidavit and in his account of election expenses that he has made an expense of 
Rs. 45,000 on one vote appeal in Dainik Jagaran. However, the CBDT report shows that the Respondent has 
incurred an amount of Rs. 13, 94,676 on the publication of articles in Dainik Jagaran. The report of CBDT is 
supported by 28 bills in the name of the Respondent amounting to Rs. 13,94,676 submitted by Mr. Praveen 
Kumar(PW-5) authorised by Dainik Jagaran. Dainik Jagaran also submits a detail of the cash payment of Rs.13, 
95,600 from the Respondentwhich corroborates the allegation in the report of CBDT. 

v. Media House No. 5: Sahara India TV Network: 

The Respondent avers in his affidavit and in his account of election expenses that he has made no expense on any 
telecast in Sahara TV. In contradiction to this, the CBDT report shows that the Respondent has incurred an amount 
of Rs. 5, 00,000 on a weekly program in the May 2009 on the channel. The report of CBDT is supported by a 
statement of ledger account of Sahara TV Channel in its dealings with Respondent in which the payment of 
Rs.5, 00,000 has been credited on 30 th May 2009 to the account of Sahara TV head through Cheque No. 334395 
issued on 9 th May 2009.The aforementioned cheque was issued by the agency M/s. Satyam Art & Media Private 
Ltd. as evident form the documents brought on record by Sahara India TV Network and also mentions the client 
being "M. Koda, Jharkhand". 
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EXAMINATION AND ANALYSIS OF WRITTEN AND ORAL ARGUMENTS ON BEHALLF OF THE 

RESPONDENT THROUGH HIS COUNSEL: 

31. Learned Counsel for the Respondent has mainly raised the issue regarding the authorization of the publications 
contending that neither the Respondent nor his agent has authorized the publications alleged against Respondent in 
the CBDT report. The Respondent has submitted the text of the publications which have been authorised by him 
along with his affidavit. In the inquiry of the Commission, the evidence furnished by the CBDT report has been 
corroborated by the media houses along with copies of the release orders/bills/cash payment receipts which have 
been generated by these media houses in the name of the Respondent. Therefore, the evidence of payment, per se 
proves the authorization by the Respondent. Also, the text of the publications which have been produced by the 
Respondent along with his affidavit on record do not established that those were the only texts released by the 
Respondent and received by the media houses for publications except his own signatures, leading to the 
presumption that the authorizations could have been oral or absent altogether. Further, the Respondent admitted in 
his cross examination that he had knowledge of the publications as alleged against him. In spite of having such 
knowledge, he did not take any action against the media houses during the election campaign or after the election. 
He has failed to establish the case against the veracity of the bills/receipts produced by the media houses. 
Therefore, his argument with respect to unauthorised publications cannot be accepted. 

32. Learned Counsel for the Respondent further raises an argument on limit of election expenditure where he says that 
the total expenditure which has been submitted in the account of election expenses by the Respondent is Rs. 
18,92,353 which is far less than the limit of expenditure under law i.e. Rs, 25,00,000. He contends that if the 
Respondent had made the alleged expenses, the amount could have been easily accommodated in the account 
submitted by him. But, this argument also cuts no ice as the amount of expenditure by the Respondent on print and 
electronic media itself is Rs. 28, 01,729/-which is far beyond the limit of Rs. 25, 00,000 lakhs prescribed under the 
law. Further, the question of limit of the expenditure does not arise for an inquiry under Section 10A of the R.P 
Act, 1951. The main question which arises under the said Section 10A is whether the account kept is true and 
accurate and whether it has been lodged in time and in the manner as prescribed under the law (Section 77 and 78 
of the R.P Act, 1951) and further, if there is a failure by the returned candidate regarding the same, he must have a 
good reason or justification for such failure. Thus, the returned candidate can be held liable for disqualification if 
he contravenes Sections 77 and 78 of the R.P Act, 1951 and submits an untrue or inaccurate account of his election 
expenses irrespective of whether or not it is exceeding the limit of expenditure prescribed under the law. 

33. Learned Counsel for the Respondent has also raised the contention that computer generated bills produced by the 
witnesses on behalf of the media houses are inadmissible in evidence as they fail to adhere to the provisions of 
Section 65B (2) of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872, whereby production of a certificate identifying and describing 
the electronic record is mandated. Firstly, it is pertinent to mention that while conducting an enquiry under Section 
10A, the Commission acts as a quasi-judicial Tribunal. This has been conclusively settled by the Supreme Court in 
the case of Asliok Shankarrao Chavan vs. Dr. Madhavrao Kinhalkar and Ors., AIR 2014 SC 3102 as follows: 

“103. In the light of the above categoric statement made while holding that the rule of law and free and fair 
elections are the basic features and facets of our democracy. Article 324 should be interpreted in a wide 
perspective giving power to the Election Commission which has to be recognized in a broad sense and not in a 
narrow one. We fully approve of the submissions of Mr. Ashok Desai, learned Senior Counsel on the above lines 
and we have already held that in order to ensure free and fair elections, the power vested with the Election 
Commission under Section 10A read along with the other provisions of the Act and the Rules, it should be held 
that Election Commission does possess the requisite powers under Section 10A to hold the necessary enquiry to 
ascertain the fact about the compliance of the statutoiy requirements in the matter of submission of accounts of the 
election expenses, i.e. the true, correct and bona fide expenses and that such expenses were within the prescribed 
limit of the Act... 

111. In our considered view, if the above basics of democracy and purity in elections have to be maintained, it is 
appropriate to hold that the decision of the Election Commission as upheld by the High Court to the effect that 
Section 10A clothes the Election Commission with the requisite power and authority to enquire into the allegations 
relating to failure to submit the accounts of election expenses in the manner prescribed and as required by or 
under the Act, is perfectly justified and we do not find any scope to interfere with the same. ” 

As far as the applicability of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 in a quasi-judicial proceeding before the Tribunal is 
concerned, in the case of Union of India vs T. R. Varma, 1958 SCR 499, the following was observed by the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India: 

“Now, it is no doubt true that the evidence of the respondent and his witnesses was not taken in the mode 
prescribed in the Evidence Act; but that Act has no application to enquiries conducted by tribunals, even though 
they may be judicial in character. The law requires that such tribunals should observe rules of natural justice in 
the conduct of the enquiry, and if they do so, their decision is not liable to be impeached on the ground that the 
procedure followed was not in accordance with that, which obtains in a Court of law. Stating it broadly and 
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without intending it to be exhaustive, it may be observed that rules of natural justice require that a party should 
have the opportunity of adducing all relevant evidence on which he relies, that the evidence of the opponent should 
be taken in his presence, and that he should be given the opportunity of cross-examining the witnesses examined by 
that party, and that no materials should be relied on against him without his being given an opportunity of 
explaining them. If these rules are satisfied, the enquiry is not open to attack on the ground that the procedure laid 
down in the Evidence Act for taking evidence was not strictly followed. ” 

Earlier, in the case of Dhakeswari Cotton Mills Ltd. v.y Commissioner of Income Tax, West Bengal , AIR 1955 SC 65, it 
had been observed by the Supreme Court that quasi-judicial tribunals were entitled to act on material which may not be 
accepted in a court of law as they were not fettered with technical rules of evidence. The observation to the same effect 
was also made in the case of New Prakash Transport Co. Ltd vs New Suwarna Transport Co. Ltd., AIR 1957 SC 232 by 
the Hon'ble Apex Court. In the present case, since the Commission is a fact finding body as held by the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court in the case of Ashok Shankarrao Chavan vs. Dr. Madhavrao Kinhalkar and Ors., AIR 2014 SC 
3102 (supra.), the strict rules of Evidence Act would not apply. The rules of Evidence law are cautionary and 
exclusionary and if adhered to strictly would limit the scope of quasi-judicial Tribunals. Thus it is conclusively 
established that strict application of the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 is not compulsory in the functioning of a quasi¬ 
judicial body and therefore the procedure codified under Section 65B would not be binding upon the Commission in the 
present proceedings consequently. The contention of the Respondent about the inadmissibility of computer generated 
bills/receipts in evidence has no merit and is rejected.Thus it can be concluded that proof beyond doubt is not required 
for establishing the failure of the Respondent in the present case and preponderance of probabilities would itself be 
sufficient to attract the provisions of Section 10A of the RP Act, 1951. 

34. Learned Counsel for the Respondent has also challenged the admissibility of oral evidences of the witnesses 
(PW 3 to 7) on the ground that the witnesses authorized by the Media Houses to represent them had no personal 
knowledge as they had not originally booked the advertisements and thus their cross-examinations were rendered 
ineffective. The contention raised was that the Respondent’s right under "principles of natural justice” had been 
violated. In the case of Sovachand Mulchand vs. The Collector of Central Excise, AIR 1968 Cal 174, Hon’ble 
High Court of Calcutta made the following observation: 

“In other words, the person accused should know the nature of the accusation made; and should be given an 
opportunity to state his case. If any reliance is placed on evidence or record against a person, then that evidence 
or record must be placed before him for information, comment and criticism. No natural justice requires that 
there should be a kind of formal cross-examination. Formal cross-examination is procedural justice. It is 
governed by rules of evidence. It is the creation of courts and not a part of natural justice but of legal and 
statutory justice. The only obligation which the law casts on a domestic tribunal is that they should not act on any 
information which they may receive unless they put it to the party against whom it is used and give him a fail- 
opportunity to explain it. ” 

Moreover in the case of Mod Lai Padampat Udvog Ltd. v.s\ The Commissioner Of Income Tax, 2007 293 ITR 656 All, 
decided by the Allahabad High Court, it was observed that if the statements of the witnesses had already been recorded 
before the Tribunal and the applicant had been given the opportunity to controvert the material gathered by the 
Assessing Authority to be used against him and then to explain himself, there had been compliance of the principle of 
natural justice. In the present case, the witnesses on behalf of the media houses were brought in to testify the veracity of 
the publications and thus there was no relevance of personal knowledge of witnesses qua these bookings. 

FINDINGS OF THE COMMISSION ON: 

ISSUE 1: (i) Whether the articles/news items/ advertisements/ advertorials/ spot ads and T.V coverage/ advertisements 
in newspapers and electronic media as per Annexure A were published/ telecast during the election 
process for promoting the prospects or procuring the election of the Respondent? 

35. Firstly, the publications in the four newspapers were published during the election period (31 st March 2009 to 23 rd 
April 2009) starting 23 days before the dates of poll and continuing upto the poll date of 23 rd April 2009. There 
were 5 publications in Prabhat Khabar, 9 publications in Udit Vani, 6 publications in Hindustan Times and 28 
publications in Dainik Jagaran on different dates making a total of 48 publications. Out of these 48 news items, the 
Respondent has only accounted for 14 publications in his election expenses, while the rest of 34 news items have 
not been accounted for by him. The timing of all 48 news items clearly indicates that they were published with an 
objective to endorse the candidature of the Respondent in 2009 elections. 

36. Secondly, the content of the news items seeks to highlight the repute of the Respondent in public estimation. Most 
of the publications carry the photograph and election symbol (scissors) of the Respondent. Almost every news 
item showcases the activities of development by the Respondent after he became the Chief Minister of Jharkhand 
in 2006 to 2008 for the first time and his promises for a better representation in the Parliament and a more 
sharpened leadership in future. The news items have highlighted the campaign and response to the campaign 
organised by the supporters of the Respondent, his wife Geeta Koda and other female groups. The news items 
have also prophesied the surety of winning the election by the Respondent. The headliners of the news items such 
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as ‘har hath ko kaam, har ghar ho khushhaal: madhu koda', ‘Apni uplabhdhiyon ke bal par vote maang rahe 
Koda’, ‘Kolhanvasiyon ki ummeed par khare utre Koda’, ‘Tez hoti ja rahi hai Koda ki kenchi ki dhaar’, ‘kisi ki 
aalochana theek nahi, vikas humara sankalp hai: Koda’, ‘Mauka dijiye bahayenge vikas ki ganga: Madhu Koda’, 
etc. carried a strong appeal to the voters to vote for the Respondent as a promising candidate. 

Therefore, it is clearly established that the news items referred to in Annexure A were published by the Respondent or 

on his behalf to promote his prospects or procuring his election and he knowingly took advantage of the same. The issue 

No. 1 is accordingly answered and held to be proved against the Respondent. 

ISSUE 2: (ii) Whether the expenditure in publication/telecast of all or any such item(s) as mentioned in issue No. 1 
above was incurred/authorised by the Respondent or his election agent or by any person with implied 
consent or knowledge of the Respondent or his election agent? 

37. The Respondent has clearly admitted in his cross examination that he had knowledge of all the said publications 
which have been published during the election period in his favour and he also concedes that no action was taken 
by him against the Media Houses before or after the election. He contended that the rival political groups and 
mines mafias had started a systematic campaign against him of which he became a victim. Despite having 
knowledge of the publications and presuming conspiracy by the rival groups and mines mafias, he did not take 
any action against them even after the elections. Further, the report of the CBDT has been clearly corroborated by 
the documents/bills/receipts/release orders produced by the Media Houses on record. There is a huge difference in 
the amounts shown by the Respondent against the publications and between the amounts that have been claimed 
by the Media Houses in the bills produced by them. He has also failed to prove that the documents produced by 
the Media Houses are false and/or fabricated. He only contended that the witnesses who have produced the 
documents cannot be relied upon as they had no personal knowledge of the documents. 

38. Each and every bill produced by the Media Houses bears the name of the Respondent. Along with the bills, Udit 
Vani and Jagaran Prakashan have also provided the detailed receipts of the cash payments made by the 
Respondent against the bills which have been generated in his name. He had not produced any evidence against 
the documents proving cash payments by him. The Respondent and his witnesses have only denied the content of 
the documents and have failed to establish that they were false and fabricated. The proof of the payment for the 
publications by the Media Houses per se establishes the authorisation by the Respondent. Moreover, it was 
discovered that RW-3, Shri Vinod/Binod Kumar Sinha from West Singhbhum, was one of the Directors (DIN - 
6470) of the agency M/s. Satyam Art & Media Pvt. Ltd. (CIN - U64200MH2008PTC184323)which had made the 
cheque payment of Rs. 5 lakhs to Sahara India TV Network, thus entirely demolishing his claim of not having any 
financial dealings with the Respondent, as he would have had a say in the payment made and also putting a 
serious doubt on the Respondent's claim of not having made any payment to Sahara India TV Network.Therefore, 
it is clearly established that the expenditure in publication/telecast of all or any such item(s) as mentioned in issue 
No. 1 above was incurred/authorised by the Respondent or his election agent or by any person with implied 
consent or knowledge of the Respondent or his election agent. The handwritten authorizations that the Respondent 
has brought forth do not contain signatures of anyone from the media houses and thus cannot be taken as proof 
that were the only publications authorized by him.The issue No. 2 is accordingly held to be proved against the 
Respondent. 

ISSUE 3: Whether the expenditure on publication or telecast of such item(s) as mentioned in issue no. 2 was included in 
the accounts of election expenses of the Respondent? 

39. The account of election expenses which has been submitted by the Respondent includes an amount of Rs. 6, 
90,430 incurred on electronic and print media. Out of this amount, only Rs. 2, 59,992 has been accounted through 
15 vouchers pertaining to the publications/telecast by the 6 Media Houses (4 Newspapers and 2 TV channels) in 
question. The remaining amount of Rs. 4, 30,438 pertains to the other expenses which have been incurred on 
electronic and print media. In the amounts alleged against the Respondent and amount submitted by the 
Respondent in his account of election expenses, there are following differences: 

i) A difference of Rs. 5,008 has been found in the amount submitted pertaining to the publications in 
Prabhat Khabar, The amount incurred is Rs. 80,000 and the admitted amount by the Respondent is 
Rs. 74,992. 

ii) A difference of Rs. 2, 86,900 has been found in the amount submitted pertaining to the publications in 
Udit Vani. The amount as claimed by the Udit Vani is Rs. 2, 87,900 and the admitted amount by the 
Respondent is only Rs.10, 000. 

iii) A difference of Rs. 3, 78,930 has been found in the amount submitted pertaining to the publications in HT 
Media Pvt Ltd. The amount as provided by HT Media is Rs. 4, 93,930 and the admitted amount by the 
Respondent is Rs. 1, 15,000. 
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iv) A difference of Rs. 13, 49,676 has been found in the amount submitted pertaining to the publications in 
Dainik Jagaran. The amount reported is Rs. 13, 94,676 and the amount admitted by the Respondent is 
Rs. 45,000 

v) The Respondent has completely denied the payment of Rs.5, 00,000 to Sahara TV which was in fact 
incurred by RW-3 Shri Vinod/Binod Kumar Sinha is a close friend of the Respondent through his agency 
M/s. Satyam Art and Media Pvt. Ltd., with its registered office located in Mumbai, Maharashtra. 

vi) The Respondent claims a payment of Rs. 15,000 to ETV through voucher no. 195 issued in favour of 
Ushodaya Enterprises. 

40. The above differences in the amounts admitted by the Respondent in his election expenditure vis a vis the amount 
of expenses established through bills/receipts provided by media houses hereby clearly prove that the Respondent 
has not included other expenses incurred or authorized by him on the advertisements etc. published/released as per 
Annexure A.Therefore, it is established that the expenditure on publication or telecast of such item(s) as 
mentioned in Issue no. 2 was not included in the account of election expenses of the Respondent. Issue No. 3 is 
answered accordingly. 

ISSUE 4: Whether the Respondent has failed to lodge his account of election expenses in the manner required by or 
under the law, by not including such election expenditure? 

41. The charge that the Respondent has not submitted a true account of his election expenses has been sufficiently 
proven in the issues discussed above. In addition to the above discussion, there is one direct appeal dated 
09/04/2009 in Jagaran Prakashan wherein the Respondent has himself made an appeal before public to cast the 
votes in his favour. The Respondent has accounted an expense of Rs.45, 000 (Voucher no. 37 in Vol I) for this 
direct appeal. Whereas it appears from the documents produced by the newspaper agency of Dainik Jagaran that a 
bill (No. JJ09040047) was raised amounting to Rs. 1, 51,200 for which a credit note of Rs.5600 was issued and a 
cash payment of Rs. 1, 45,600 (Payment receipt No. 09040032) was made against the bill by the Respondent. The 
appeal also carries a photograph of the Respondent and his election symbol of scissors. A difference of Rs. 1, 
00,600 can be clearly seen in the expenses with respect to this appeal alone in the account submitted by the 
Respondent. The appeal has been clearly published by the authorisation of the Respondent as he has accounted the 
expense against the same in his election expenditure. The text of the appeal which removes every doubt about the 
authorisation of the appeal by the Respondent is as follows: 

"Singhblmm Sansadeeya kshetra se yuva, karmath evam suyogya umeedvaar bhai Madhu Koda ko Kenchi 
Chhappar button dabakar bhaari maton se vijayee banavein." 

42. The above discrepancies in the amount of election expenditures provided against the Respondent and the amounts 
accounted for by the Respondent in his account clearly illustrates and demonstrates that the account of election 
expenses submitted by the Respondent was untrue and false. Therefore, it is conclusively established that the 
Respondent has failed to lodge his account of election expenses in the manner required by or under the law. Thus, 
issue No. 4 is answered against the Respondent. 

ISSUE 5: Whether the Respondent had any good reason or justification for the said failure to lodge his account of 
election expenses in the manner required by or under the law? 

The Respondent was given ample and just opportunity under Rule 89(5) of CER, 1961 to show-cause to his reason or 
justification for the failure to lodge a correct and accurate account of election expenses. But, he failed to provide a 
satisfactory reason or explanation in his final reply datedl8 th July 2014 to the show-cause notice dated 22 nd January, 2011 
as to why the account of expenses was not filed in the manner required by law. Furthermore, he was unable to provide a 
cogent defence with respect to the evidence brought forth by the media houses. The Respondent would thus be liable for 
disqualification on the ground of submitting a false account of the election expenditure incurred by him. Hence, issue 
No. 5 is answered against the Respondent. 

ISSUE 6: Whether the Respondent is liable to be disqualified by the Election Commission under Section 10A read with 
Section 77 and 78 of the R.P Act, 1951? 

Unfair elections strike at the root of democracy. With a mass media oriented campaign, any candidate can 
effectively polarize a decidedly large proportion of votes towards him. Undecided voters, instead of being able to decide 
on the candidate’s merit, fall victim to the bandwagon effect due to the illusion of mass support created by such a 
candidate. It is unfortunate that voters are exploited by this show of money power and the ECI has to maintain the 
ethical responsibility for conducting free, fair and transparent elections. Honest law-abiding candidates should not be 
side lined by those willing to contravene the law and distort the lines of morality for the sake of being elected to the 
Parliament or State Legislatures. 

Therefore, the Commission is of the considered view and holds that the Respondent, Mr. Madhu Koda, should 
be disqualified under SectionlOA of the RP Act 1951. Accordingly, the Election Commission hereby declares that Mr. 
Madhu Koda, stands disqualified, for three years from the date of this order, under Section 10A read with Sections 77 
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and 78 ofThe Representation of People Act, 1951 for failure to lodge his account of election expenses in the manner 
required by the law and for having no good reason or justification for such failure. 


(Mr. O.P. RAW AT) 
Election Commissioner 


Place: New Delhi 
Date: 27.09.2017 


(Mr. A.K. JOTI) 

Chief Election Commissioner 


[No. 76/JHAR-HP/10/2010/EEM] 
A. K. JOTI, Chief Election Commissioner 


TO~§ , 6 3TTOJTO7, 2017 

3ir.3r. 64.—WI fTOTT (TO# TO# TOP? “3TTTOTOTO” TOW# ###) % 2-#ft ### # # 

#TO#TOTOmf TOTO-PH'NH, 2013 # PHItoH W TOT f## mPAM 1-H ft #1^11 #TO# 27.06.2013 
ft ft to# fti ## to###7to srflrf^nT, 1951 (to# it# top? “srf##” to w # ###) ft tottt 78 TO 
spjttfto# toto 3#stt ft# tototo toft str### rofTOTOwrf #% ft rctor# i#n Ph'nh srf&rorft (#trft), 
##t f 7FTST, P##H # f I 7 # #TOf#FT 3FTO#t TO f##H ft TOlftW # 30 ##f TO 3#T TOT ft 

TOP 7 #T # TOTOTO 3T#P#R ft TOFT 77 TO 3T## 3##TTO |l ITT TOT #, 3#TOTO TO #PT TO^ 3##TTO TOT # TOTO 
ft#3Tt, TO# f TOTOST #TO# 30.07.2013 PDF sp# #TO#TO WT TOT #1 TOT! #1 

3#?TO, #TOfTOTOf TOT TOTOFTTO #TOTO, 1961 (TOT# TOP? “1961 #TOTO” f TOT # TP?f#TO) f #TOTO 89 % 
3T#T #FTT PNMH 3### (#t#t) % TOTOST TOTTO 3T##TOTO ft TOFT 78 TO 3rtf# TOTOT #TO## #f# TOFT 
3##PT ft# TO #TOPTOTO °TOTO TOT 3PTTOI #T TOT# 7 ? TO# # STTOTOTO TfT t #T # #FTI ### srf^TT# (ft#t) 
TO# TO 1## 5.08.2013 ft spq# ft# #TO#TO#TOTt^ TOP# #05.09.2013 ft TOFTO|##tl 

TOFTO PnItoR 3IPTTJT TOFT 3#?TO ft #TO# 19.02.2104 ft #TOTO, 1961 TOTOTO#TOTO (5) TO 3T##T tt^t 
## top# #ror w tot #r# # w #sr # tottto toto# ft totot w tot # to# tt # wr to##toto ft tottt 

10TO f 3## #Tf#TO ##TO TPT f#T TOTT rfiSlT TRST ft ^TT ft#TT # TO# % 20 #ft % 3#T ###71 ?rft% % 
srq^- ## TOf%TO TO# ft TOT# 3TTO7T ft TO# ft TITO #t#TT TO TO^ ft TTOTO f%TO WTO# TOTT TO TO# TOT TO ftTO 
to# ft srrof#f #to; tfrofroro to### dfro tot f#^ tt#i tototoTO t#ro tottototo ft 03 tot#, 2014 ftSfhT tot 
#TO TOTO TOI 

#TOT ffTOTTOTO srf&TOlft (ftrft), TO#t To #ro# 29.09.2014 f 3TTOTO TOT TOW IfiTOOR-^Rlinfl-TTTO(i)- 
23/2012/7405-06 TO sTOTO TJ#TO #TO # 3TTTOTOTO TO ffq# ft TOlf# TOTO ## TOTTT TOqfitTO ft# TO #TO#fTO W 
TOT 3TTOTOT TOTOT TOT#TO TO# #TOT TOT I 3JTO:, TOTTOtTO TO #TO# 08.06.15 f TO# TOTOTOTOW 100/ff.TO-ft.TO/1/2013 
TO TOTTT 3#TOTO ft TOTOTO 3T##TOIT 3# TOT# 3T#TO TOTOTTO TOTO; #TOTO 3# 3#ST TOTTT TOTOTTO#TTO ft# TO #4NH W 
TOT 3TTOTOT #1T TOT# 7 ? TO# # 3TTOTOTO T# TOT, OTTT 10TO f 3T#TO TTTTTO TO TOTTOt TTTOTOT/TTjTO #TOTTO T## TOT 
#TOTTOTO TO# TO 3J#TOTO ft #Tf# #f# TOT #TOTI 3TT#TOTO W 3#TO ft TOlf# # f# # ft 3## f f# 

#Tifrf ft TOTI 

3#TOTO TO TO# TO##f&TTO 3T##TOTO, 1951 ft TOTTI 11 TO srf# f## 01.03.2017 ft ttto 3#toTO 
TOT^TO #TOT # 3WTO # 17.03.2017 ft TOTTOr#TOIW 3# TO# TOTO# TOTOTTO; TOTO TOIT# TO #TTO#TfTOT^TO## 
3T#tTO#TOII 3##if 3T#TOTO TO #H##d ##TOTO #TOT f:- 

TOTOft 3T5T#TO# if #f f #TTTO T#TTTOT ft TOT # 1 J#TTO TOTTT TO3T f#T TOTOT f TOT TOf ft TOTOT f I 


I. 
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iii. RRRT RdPH RI fR RlR 5,20,000/-R. %\ 

3TrRtRRi%RtR 11.05.2017% # RR RIRT 3TT%RRRT °dfxMld %d =11 i RT 3TRRT f^TT Rlf% Rf 3TRRT 
RTRRTRRI7TR7RRI 

3RRRR f%RR 29.06.2017 RT ara) gf d IS#, Rtf% 3T%f%RR am 19^7 % RS# 3TPRR RPR 
srals^-disift rT yrdiPid R%Rf % Rim rr rtr% t sitrrr rt f%RR rtr rft rstr Rrf%R# f, % rrst 

TFRRfRTI 

°4lxMld TpTRT§ R, 3TT%?R % 3RT% STTRRR t f%TT RR Rdddl' %T TJW Rddd RnPlPsId %:- 

i. 3R%?R %T RRR df1% % Pi£Rd f%RTT RRT RTI 

ii. ftdNd ^tr%R m% Pm# rT 3tr#%rrstrrir f%RT rrt an 

iii. f#RTR 14.06.2013 RT 4###^ PidT-dd ^RPTRTRm •’Pl-kD, R%f %T RRT RT 3f[T 

rr# tjrrt f%TTR 19.06.2013 rt 3RT3R %T % ft r# #i 

iv. •!.Prcd, rt r rrt -411 41 a# rrt t rP rr f%4t 4t rrtt % 3rrrr %T rtr R#f m g41 od 11 

v. 3 r%rr % m yf%ak4R ^ % Rim R-fJdi % rt r# %t strRt R# # , jfr rt | i%R% f#; 

RT%RR 1 J# RR % cSrRdl4] R# RTI 

i%RIR 29.06.2017 # 3TI%R t RIRI f%Ti^ 29.06.2017 % 3ixi% t 3Tf%^ ^RT R51TT titt 

3Tp odRbdd TIRRT# % #CTR 3TTRRR RITT f%R RR 4)14|R fadddl' RT 4% f%f%RR f%RTT f%RT || RT#f % ftddd 
f%RT f% TTIR f%RIR 19.02.2014 % 3RR1R % RTpTT RT f%f%raRT RR % TtTT % f#RT RTI RR% 3iR)Rd-d, 3ffRRR 
% P)4dd f%RTf%f%TTR 14.06.2013 RT THR HP,4 < % RR# srgxrR^ % x|-p- ttr ?jt% % #mR RT 

rt i jPtR rttt rrrWIr tPefrt % f#r rrt rt rt rtr % rPtr rr r# wt w rt, wrf% ^nr w^f % ^rir 

RZT ^fcT #1 Rf WRT 41^04, RRT Rift 1%R RR 7T# RFZ % TddPddd % HRf&cI RT RI RR#4 RR 
R%IT%t am 292, 465,469,471 % sr#R f%RTR 14.06.2013 # RRanfaiR %. 12/2013, 3rfsm ^xpj]- 
(Rf?rRa) 3rf%f%RTr %[■ am 6 rrt 3n#€t srf%1%w # 66 (r), 67(r) % 3R?fjfri rti rr% mm i% rr4 PzIWr 
3lff%RR %r rn RSR % RI% % ?jf%T TR f%TT RT f% Tf%THR f%TW 19.06.2013 %T R%f f%R TTRT RT 3%C RR% 
RR 1%R % Pddd f%RT f% RR R^ RRT 3p|4i< Rift' RR 1%RT RIR Rlf^ Rf 3PT% Rdt-dd °RR RT R3T dli^H 
RR 3#l RRTf% 3R%RR % ST^RR, 4Pft m#T % %tf RrR Rff f%RT 3%r RTT vpldd-D' %I %% R R#R 31# 
3TRR%TT °RRxI %t f% °RR %STR, 7f%RR ^RTTSTpR RRRT RT, R^ R# # PdNd-# T# %l 3R%RR 
% Rf 4t T# f%RT 11% R# f%TIR 30 ^TT#, 2013 %T arm dlf^H RR f%TT RTI f%RR 90 % RS# 
^7T oqTj- f%aff%I TftRT % %tcR XTRT RRT || 

m rtrr% r#t m Rf#af%fr# 44iidi rrt 3rrrr % PPmfr %t arnr % mt fR, Rn rr ^RriPr 

RR | f% RTR RT m ’JRT fr RTRRT Rf% PtrfdT # 3lRf% RiR RR% RR RRf% RR ft RTR RT RR% R# # R[fr 
RR 4t fl 

3TR:, 3TR, RR RRa R PdlRd 3RRtR sIR TRRTRl1%R sifxPff RT RRFT RRt fTT, R# Rf%%f&rR 3rf%f%RR, 
1951 # am 11 R stsPr, RarRTdTaTft' RRfm srrr rrt t f% rrr srf%1%RR # am 10 r r st#t f%rrR 
08.06.2015 Rt3URTRXRRf£lfl1%R#Rf P-tidl %t 3TRf%RRRTR 5 R4%4<, 2017 RT SRf%RR#fRSR 

RlflW RR %t 3TRf% R f%TT RT RTR 3TR %R 3TRf% R 1%% R <^d I RT Rliufll 

[R.100/f|.R.Rr.R./1/2013] 
R#T RRRRT, RR Rdldd 3TPJRR 



[*rm II—3 (iii) ] 


^1 TDTO : 3128, 2017/'=HTfcf=H 6, 1939 


301 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 6th October, 2017 

O.N. 64. —Sh. Lawan Kumar (hereinafter referred to as the “Applicant”) contested the Bye-election to the Lok 
Sabha of Himachal Pradesh, 2013 from 2-Mandi Parliamentary Constituency, result whereof was declared on 
27.06.2013. As per Section 78 of the Representation of People Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred to as the "Act”), he was 
required to file true copy of the account of his election expenses maintained as required under Section 77 thereof, before 
the District Election Officer(DC), Mandi, within thirty days from the date of election of the returned candidate for the 
said constituency. Thus the applicant was required to submit a/c of election expenses before the DEO, Mandi by 
30.7.2013. 

The Applicant failed to file his account of election expenses in the manner required by law as stipulated under 
the said Section 78 of the Act, before the District Election Officer(DC), Mandi as reported by the District Election 
Officer(DC), Mandi vide his Report dated 5.8.2013 received in the Commission on 5.9.2013 under Rule 89 of the 
Conduct of Election Rules, 1961 (hereinafter referred to as “1961 Rules”). 

A Notice dated 19.02.2014 was issued to the Applicant by the Election Commission of India, under sub-rule (5) 
of Rule 89 of the 1961 Rules, asking him to show cause as to why he should not be disqualified under section 10A of the 
Act and also requiring him to submit his accounts in the prescribed manner within 20 days of the receipt of notice, 
failing which it was made clear in the notice that he would be disqualified from contesting elections for a period of three 
years. The said notice was delivered to the Applicant on 3 rd March, 2014. 

The District Election Officer (DC), Mandi intimated vide his letter No. ELN-MND-F(l)-23/2012/7405 - 06, 
dated 24.09.2014, that the Applicant had not filed his account of election expenses in the manner required by law upto 
the date of report. Therefore, the Commission, vide its Order No. 100/HP - HP/1/2013, dated 08.06 2015, disqualified 
the Applicant from contesting election to the Houses of the Parliament/State Legislatures under section 10A of the Act 
for failure to lodge his account of election expenses in the manner as required by the said Act and the Rule and Order 
made thereunder. The Applicant stood disqualified for a period of 3 years from the date of the order. 

The Applicant has preferred an application dated 1.3.2017 received in the Commission on 17.3.2017 under 
Section 11 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 for the removal of the disqualification for the reasons stated 
therein. In the Appeal, the Applicant made the following submissions; 

(i) The register had been either taken by the police or misplaced during police raid in his absence. 

(ii) There is nothing to hide by not supplying the register and this in any manner will not benefit the 
applicant. 

(iii) The grant total of all election expenses is Rs.5,20.000/- 

The Commission afforded the Applicant an opportunity of being heard in person and present his case vide its 
letter dated 11.5.2017. 

The Applicant appeared on 29.6.2017, before the undersigned, who is the Competent Authority to consider the 
Application in the case, by virtue of the powers delegated to the undersigned by the Commission under section 19A of 
the Act. 


In the personal hearing, the Applicant reiterated the submissions made in the Application. The main 
submissions were the following:- 

i. The Applicant wrongly disqualified. 

ii. The records of account of election expenses submitted before the RO. 

iii. The register of account of election expenses misplaced during the CID Police raids on 14.6.2013 and 
this was brought to the notice of the RO on 19.6.2013. 

iv. There is nothing to hide by not supplying the register and this in any manner will not benefit the 
applicant. 

v. The Applicant has already been undergone a period of two years of disqualification for some 
procedural lapse for which the Applicant was not wholly responsible. 

I have duly considered the oral submissions, made by the Applicant during the personal hearing and the points 
raised by him in his representation dated 29.6.2017 received in the Commission on 29.6.2017. The Applicant submitted 
that he had duly replied to the Commission’s notice dated 19.02.2014. Applicant further submitted that the register 
under reference was either taken by the police during their raid conducted in his absence on his office premises on 
14.06.2013 or has been misplaced during the raid, as a huge gathering was there during the raid. The raid was in 
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connection with the execution of search warrant issued by the CJM, Mandi in case FIR No. 12/2013 dated 14.6.2013 u/s 
292,465, 469, 471 of IPC, Section 6 of Indecent Representation of Women (Prohibition) Act and 66(E), 67(A) of IT Act. 
He stated that he had informed the Returning Officer about the fact that registers could not be located on 19.06.2013 and 
made a fresh request that fresh registers be issued so that he could lodge his account of election expenses. However, as 
per the Applicant, DC, Mandi, did not respond and expressed his inability to give fresh registers on the ground that 
Expenditure Observer, who was supposed to sign the registers had already left the constituency. The Applicant has also 
stated that he lodged his account on 30 th July, 2013.The total expenditure is seen to be well within the ceiling prescribed 
under Rule 90. 

Having considered the submissions of the Applicant and the totality of the facts and circumstances of the case, 
I am of the considered view that, the ends of justice will be met if the disqualification period is reduced to the period 
already undergone. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers delegated in this regard by the Election Commission, the 
undersigned hereby orders, under Section 11 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, that the disqualification 
imposed on 8.6.2015, under Section 10A of the said Act, on the Applicant be reduced to the period up to and including 
5 th October, 2017, and the disqualification for the remaining period shall stand removed. 

[No. 100/HP-HP/1/2013] 
SANDEEP SAXENA, Dy. Election Commissioner 

311^1 

M fcvft, 12 3T47I47, 2017 

311.31. 65.-471: M44 3114p1 till 7141414 ?f 441 t % 4ft 7574 4> 7754 (2) 3 441 RlPfc %T7 felFT 7141 ^ 

754174 RmRh, 2015 4> fcN Pf 7744 (3) 3 RlPfc RmRh SB? 7l |3T1 f 7754 (4) if 444> 71541 RlPfc R|c|im c+gif 41efl 47^5 
3P4ajf, eft4) nfrtfafel 3#R[45, 1951 7141 7R#4 445/ 44 Rl44f £171 35fRl7T 4471 TTlR^fl 4> 7744 5 if 4414ftf7T 3iqif Mm c44f 44 
75t^ *ft 4b31 Tlfecf 757f 31441 ftfcf 4> 37J7117 cl731 4lf7341 757*1 if 3174441 7411; 

3ft7, 47f: 447T 3P4M7rf if, 74441 7J441 74T% 47 ^ 4471 31714)dell ^ fePT 45^ 4474 31441 74^4174 4#f f^41 I 41 

vi’lef) 414 4if 3P4l^44f 47, Tjfcj gf, R|4I7 417^ 7^ 444171 R|c|fm 3114^4 44 44 71*114Ft iff 441 t 714<4 4171 4471 
31744474 7f> Tjjf^ 44fcl 4474 41 *417ffRt74 4^f t 

3171: 314, RmRh 3114(4 447T 3#R[44 Tjjf 4171 10-41 31^7174 if iff*! 4>t TRT^fl ^ 7744 4 if TZjffelf 75f 71714 7f> 

fcUrfr iff 7144 4* 41 fcUrfr 7144/7i4 7D4 4ff f7f414 7141 31441 feperpr 4^44 7^ 71474 4TFf 3ff7 71474 7^ fetT ^ 34^1 Tjjf 

TllffTI 7f 7ft4 Tpf 7f?r 7PMi4f7l 7f> fotr Rr#cl EflftcT 41774 t :- 

TIRfft 


754 

71. 



HIH cf Mell 


144144 44 147174 

H4ra4 ST4 44 TPstq 

4 414 

146774 44 44707 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 

fel7 felH 7141751 

30-^dTki 

7pFP44 714 

Rwlm oti iff 7(4 c5^ if) 

754174 Piclfpd 

2015 

ftm-TFl 74Rf 714, 414-4*1 tfl7l[j7, 4f.-44147*1 

4141 ift414/, 

4141+3144 cl Rill iff, fvfefl—Rl4^7, %17 1 

Rtti cjiRgcl 757 ^ 

317554 TeM 

2 

-4#- 

-4#- 

4f. *J7 31144 

Rlcll— 4f. 31717 3Tefr, 414— dMIell, 

4f- llicff, 4141- ifefT+g, 

4141- 7lR4pff, fvtcTl— ffldHcft %171 

-4#- 

3 

-4#- 

-4^f- 

3lRilcl^l <5*117 Rl6 
ftm- 74. 4ps<5i Ri? 

414 + 4f. - 7lR4pff 75471, 

4141- 7lR4pff, focll- Rl4f7, fel71 

-4#- 

4 

-4#- 

-4^f- 

71414 Rf? 

Rtm— 4^447 414—7fR4Pfr 75471, 4f- 7lR4pff, 

focfl- Rl4F7, fel71 

-4^f- 




[’TFT II—TsFFT 3(iii)] 


HTCT ^T TDFT5T : ST^TT 28, 2017AWftteT 6, 1939 


303 


5 

-c lg\- 

118—WTTT 

TFT -TRl TFT 

TFT- 4#FT FfK— , 

HFTT- W1 fOTftET, fuTefT- TTEH, 
feTT | 

-cT^t- 

6 

-c^t- 

156— 

J fPTTcT HIT ti l 

■TOT TlcTT ^ T- 2, 

Tt- TlcFJT, aim- 5HFFW, 
focTT- TTeFjT, %TT I 



[7T. 76/3TT^T/^ 3FJ-1 /%R-fa.7T./2015] 


3nt?i 71, 
'tjplcl TMT Tlf^ra 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 12th October, 2017 

O.N. 65.— Whereas, the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified in 
column (4) of the Table below at the General Election to the Legislative Assembly, 2015 from the State of Bihar as 
specified in column (2) held from the constituency specified in column (3) against his/her name, has failed to lodge any 
account of his/her election expenses at all or in the manner as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 
and the rules made thereunder as shown in column(5) of the said Table; 

And Whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even 
after due notice of the Election Commission, or after considering the representation, if any made by them, the Election 
Commission is satisfied that they have no good reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, pursuance of Section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
persons specified in column(4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being a member of 
either House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State/Union Territory for a 
period of three years from the date of this order:— 


TABLE 


S.No. 

Particulars of 

Election 

Number & 

Name of the 
Constituency 

Name & Address of the Candidate 

Reason of 
disqualification 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 

General Election 
to the Bihar 

Legislative 
Assembly 2015 

30- Belsand 

Khushanandan Ray 

S/o Ram Swarath Roy, 

Vill- Jagdishpur, 

P.O- Gangadharampur via Minapur, 

P.S+Anchal- Tariyani, 

Distt- Sheohar, Bihar. 

Failure to lodge 
any account of 
Election 
expenses 

2 

-do- 

-do- 

Md. Noor Alam 

S/o Md. Ashar Ali, 

Vill-Rupauli, P.O- Sauli via Belsand, 

P.S- Tariyani, 

Distt.- Sitamarhi, Bihar. 

-do- 

3 

-do- 

-do- 

Akhilesh Kumar Singh 

S/O- Late Chandrika Singh, Vill+P.O- Tariyani 
Chapra, P.S- Tariyani, Distt.- Sheohar, Bihar. 

-do- 

4 

-do- 

-do- 

Sanjay Singh 

S/O Chandeshwar Singh, Vill- Tariyani Chapra, 

-do- 
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P.O- Tariyani, 

Distt.- Sheohar. Bihar. 


5 

-do- 

118-Chapra 

Ram Nath Rai 

Vill- Karinga Musehri, P.S- Chapra Muffasil, 

Dist- Saran, Bihar. 

-do- 

6 

-do- 

156-Bhagalpur 

Gopal Bharti, 

Naya Tola Bhikhanpur Gumati No-2, 

P.O- Bhagalpur, 

P.S- Ishakchak, 

Dist- Bhagalpur, Bihar. 

-do- 


[No. 76/ORDER/ES-1 /BR-LA/2015] 


By Order, 

SUMIT MUKHERJEE, Principal Secy. 
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